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Life of Bishop Kj:efoot. 



CHAPTER Xm. 

1864-1865. 
TRINITY COLLEGE. 

Trinity College, Hartford — ^known as "Washington 
College from 1823-1844—18 the best known and 
most highly esteemed of all our distinctively Chnrch 
Colleges. The list of its presidents contains the 
names of several eminent men, snch as Bishop 
Brownell, Wheaton, Totten, Bishop Williams, Dr. D. 
R. Goodwin, Samuel Eliot. Not a few of our clergy 
are graduates of Trinity, and it stands at the present 
time, with its new and beautiful buildings and excel-* 
lent corpB of professors, among the very first of our 
educational institutions. 

To be invited from Maryland to be president of 
such a College as Trinity was a high honor, and was 
felt to be such by Dr. Eerfoot and his friends. His 
brief tenure of the office hardly gave opportunity for 
showing how far his new post suited him, or for 
bringing out his own qualificaitions for a work which 
was in many respects unlike that which the havoc of 
the Civil War had forced him to abandon. In the 
early part of his administration it must be confessed 
that things did not go altogether to his liking, and 
very possibly the trustees and faculty did not under- 
stand, and did not at first wholly approve, the views 
and methods of the new president At the particular 
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criflis when he assamed the presidency, the College 
had, BO to say, somewhat ran down; the discipline 
was relaxed; the nnmber of students had fallen off; 
and there was a lack of enthnsiasm about the 
College among its alumni and among Church people 
generally. 

purermoebe- ^^^ ^^®^ difference between Trinity and St. 
twtmTrinuy Jamcs's — if it must bc summed up in a word — was, 

ana at, ^ametrs, ^ ' 

perhaps, the comparative absence of the family life 
which was so marked a feature of the latter College, 
as well as of the parent institution, College Point ^ 



> Dr. Muhlenl)erg, who bad ad- 
yised Dr. Eerfoot to accept the 
inyitation to Trinity, appreciated, 
and Tery possibly exaggerated, 
the difference between his new 
and his old position. The writer 
remembers calling npon Dr. 
Muhlenberg at St. Luke's Hos- 
pital in the spring of 1865. The 
conyersation naturally turned 
upon Dr. Kerfoot. ** Eerfoot," 
said he, " is doing yeiy well at 
Trinity; he likes the work; but 
it's not by any means the same 
as St. James's, or old College 
Point. Not by any means. Why, 
Mr. Harrison, Eerfoot tells me 
that he hardly knows, and is not 
expected to know, what becomes 
of the young men after the day is 
oyer. They are supposed to be in 
their rooms, etc.; but no one 
really knows much about it, and 
they can do pretty much as they 
please. Well, now, if the faculty 
of a Church College haye no more 
control than that oyer young 
fellows fh)m 16 to ao^the yery 
time when they need looking 



after— what are you to do? What 
are you to do?" with some 
gesture indioatiye of strong dis- 
approbation. 

In his address at St. James's, 
in 1851 (quoted on p. 47), Dr. 
Muhlenberg had said: *'Here is 
to be the only Church College in 
the land." By this he meant 
that, as he understood the term 
Church College— a plaoe some- 
thing like College Foint-8t 
James's was the only institution 
that then promised to be any- 
thing of the sort. Trinity did 
not seem to enter his mind, and 
Racine did not yet exist. But his 
language was too sweeping. It 
was a mistake— natural, indeed, 
firom his point of yiew, but stUl 
a mistake. There are, as he him- 
self said to Bishop Whittingham 
(see p. 84), more ways than one of 
doing a good work. At the yery 
time he was deliyering his ad- 
dress (1851), Bishop WiUiams was 
president of Trinity. With such 
a man at the head of the College, 
much of the sort of work that 
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Moreover, At both St. Jftmofi'ts and OoUege Point the 
Church kifluence— ^tiie life as a religions community — 
was deeidedly more maork^. There was not at 
Trinity the tBame opportanity for the paternal and 
pastoral rektiojis between the students and the presi- 
dosit and i»rQfess<»B as Dr. Kerfoot had been accus- 
tomed to At St Jamee's. Some may tiiink that the 
genial plan and ideal of Trinity wm preferable to 
th«t of either of the institutions with which it has 
been €<mtra8t«L Bot, be this as it may, it is obvious 
tikat wh^ate tiie diversity was so striking, the new 
presid^at w^uld naturally miss what he had been 
accustomed to, and wouM req.uiire time to fit into his 
new surroundings. Moreover, the disappointment at 
•flie sad closing of his old work in Maryland was keen, 
and notiiing — ^even if it was scmiething better — could 
at once take its place. 

Theire was at first some occasional disorder among 
the students, and the tricks traditional in colleges, of couege tricks. 
stopping keyholes, hiding keys, locking doors of reci- 
tation rooms, "rushes,'^ ^* hazing," etc., were prac- 
tised, partly from old habit and the fim of the thing, 



Dr. HxclileBberg had In mind— 
the moral, splritnal, reUgions 
life of the- Btndentchi-mnat have 
been woll attended to. Iiiaay of 
the professon, too— the present 
Bishop of New Hampshire, and 
others like-minded— exerted a 
healthy personal influence, and 
did tax more than merely teach 
their classes. fttiU, it wasgener- 
ally admitted, when ]>r. Kerfoot 
iras oalled to the presidency, that 
more could be done in that direc- 
tion, and that various improve- 



ments were desirable. It is be- 
lieved that a new interest In 
Trinity, and ft decidedly better 
tone^ date fh>m Dr. Kerfoot's 
timo— his successors, Dr. Jackson 
and others, earnestly and ably 
promotingthe reforms. The pres- 
ent prosperity and high posi- 
tion of the College are a source 
of satis&ction and pride not only 
to its aiumni and friends, but to 
Churchmen generally all over the 
country. 
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and partly to test the new president. Some who are 
now sedate and exemplary dergymen, settled in 
varions parishes, will remember that they took their 
part as nndergradnates in some of these performances. 
All this was at first very trying to the president, 
chiefly becanse it was an entirely new experience, and 
the traditions of Trinity, as of other New England 
colleges, were snch that it was not easy to enforce 
discipline promptly or effectiyely. When these 
things first occurred, the president notes -his annoy- 
ance and concern in his diary, a quotation from 
which will show better than anything else precisely 
how he regarded the matter: 

Oct. 4, 1864.— A strange, punful day to me. Left my 
keys inadvertently in my recitation-room door, on the out- 
side, 8-9 o'clock a. m. At 9 found the door locked by a 
student (name since known), but, having another key, I 
opened the door and went to chapel punctually. Sent by a 
student to the young man who had my keys ; one returned — 
the other refused. At 4 p. m. found the keyholes of both my 
rooms filled. Opened them. Some one tied the door of the 
recitation room while the class and I were in. The rope was 
cut by me ; but this, to me, utterly new treatment made me 
resolve that my stay here should be brief^ if discipline could 
not be made effective. 

Oct. 5th.— ^22 went toeUy and from this time no personal 
disrespect was experienced; but these days were sad ones. 
I stopped any and all steps leading to settling here perma- 
nently till I could see that, with the discipline practicable, I 
could in efficiency and comfort do my work. The two who 
tied the door came to my house and assured me of the 
absence of personal disrespect. They thought so, no doubt. 
There had been no difficulty with me ; but the traditions of 
the College were disorderly, no authority had existed here 
really, and the feeling had begun that with me such authority 
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would come. This feeling, and some untraths told, had 
begotten a desire to try and test the new president. 

I meant to bear on and live down the evil by kindness and 
decision, but that the trial should not be too long. I felt no 
call to peril my comfort, self-respect and usefulness in any 
vain effort. I knew I could control youth ; but there might 
prove to be in the College such inherited and established 
evils that / would decline to f ght them. 

All this soon changed, and confidence in the presi- confidmce in 
dent and appreciation of his manly character and^km. 
earnestness soon began to grow. His peculiar powers 
as a teacher, the interest he threw around his recita- 
tions, could not but make an impression upon all real 
students. Of course those — and there are always 
some in every College — whose ideal of a good teacher 
was one who lets you have an easy time, who does 
your thinking for you, or perhaps does not do it at all 
—these would dislike him for the very merits which, 
in the eyes of others, made him so eminent. Dr. 
Kerfoot did all he could, too, to make the chapel 
services more hearty and lifelike, and paid special 
attention to the pastoral care of students looking 
forwSfitJrd to the ministry, of whom there were some 
twelve or fifteen in the College. 

By the time Commencement Day had arrived, in 
the summer of 1865, there was great enthusiasm, and 
President Kerfoot's admirable inaugural address, inaugural 
« The Christian College," was very warmly received."*^* 
Of this address on education — one of the best produc- 
tions of hiH pen — a short extract would give no ade- 
quate idea, and for a long selection there is no space. 

When he Was elected Bishop of Pittsburgh (in the 
autumn of 1865), as will be related in the next 
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chapter, it was evident that tiie iincerest and attongu 
est desire prevailed among the trustees, the students, 
the alumni, and the clergy of Connecticut, to retain 
Dr. Eerfoot for the College, whose prospects were 
just then becoming very bright. It seemed, however, 
to be plainly his duty to accept the hearty esll he had 
received to a higher offioe in the Church, and to bid 
farewell to his long, arduous academical career. 
Leiurfrom '^^^ following letter from the Bishop of Uew 
2fM<v j^tAsf. Hampshire, formerly Professor of Latin in Trinity, 
will give his estimate of the services which Dr. 
Eerfoot rendered the College in his short presidency 
of one year and four months : 

The Bishop of New ffampeMre to0i4 Me9. BaU Eatti9&m. 

My Dear Mr. HarrUon^ — You have asked* ifte to gtve you 
my impressions of the work of our vetoerated friend, Dr. Kep- 
foot, afterwards Bishop of Pittsburgh^ while he was prestdsBt 
of Trinity College. This I am glad to do. Nor, baRriag 
known the College rather intimately dnriiig the ten years 
preceding Dr. Kerfoot's administration, and serving as pro- 
fessor under him throughout the years of his connection with 
the College, do I think that the view here indicated can be 
far from Just. 

Trinity College has always had for presidents able, eaUif 
vated and good men. To say notliing ef those now con- 
nected with the College, where are more brilliant men, in 
their several ways, to be looked for than a Brownell, a 
Williams, a Goodwin, an Miot, or men who could have the 
students' wellkre more at heart f To these men Br. Kerfbot 
succeeded. The war that spread over the land had not 
merely almost extinguished his beloved St. James's Coll^;e : 
it had drawn away into the ranks of the army many young 
men from Trinity; and it kept away the number— always 
considerable — which used to come to her from the Southern 
States. 
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Yet the arrival in Hartford of Dr. Kerfoot, and his taking 
the reins in his hands, was the turning of the tide in her 
affairs. In the discouragements since, and set-hacks, she has 
never ceased to feel the influence of Dr. Kerfoot's adminis- 
tration. One manifestation of that influence is in this fact — 
that things in the College went forward so strongly and well 
in the years next after Dr. Kerfoot left us, and hefore a suc- 
cessor was found. This shows how deep and how definite 
an impress he had left ; and it has often suggested to my 
mind the flowing on of many of Dr. Arnold's ideas, and 
the working on of the forces that he set agoing, into and 
through the years that came after him, so that the fruit of 
his life was best gathered, perhaps, under other administra- 
tions than his. 

Dr. Kerfoot had a clear conception of what a Christian 
College ought to be. This was, moreover, a worthy concep- 
tion, and the right one in all chief things. He knew tohat 
he wanted. His strength, I think, lay in deflniteness and 
worthiness of aim, in his burning zeal, and in the evident 
manliness of his nature. These things secured for him 
the united support (as I have always been told) of the 
trustees. They certainly gained the confidence of the faculty 
and their co-operation. And they won to him the entire body 
of the students. For, although the president's phraseology, 
coming, as he did, from a College in some things conducted 
on other lines than New England Colleges, was a little 
different, at first, from that to which they had been accus- 
tomed: if, for instance, he sometimes called the College 
^^ the House "; and still more, although their new president 
had the misfortune to be unable to perceive the beauty sup- 
posed to inhere in hazing, and in certain other hoary College 
traditions of about equal loveliness with that, or the exceed- 
ing dignity that there is in the faculty's sitting down and 
deliberately tying bandages over their eyes, and then saying : 
"We can do nothing"; — ^while this was so, nevertheless the 
students did believe in the president, and did respect him and 
love him. The universal entreaty &om them that he would, 
if that were possible, remain at the College, is proof con- 
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elusive of this. Chnstian manliness, and his high ideal of 
Christian character, and of young men, and of a manly and 
good College, won for him, likewise, from the first, the high 
regard of the clear-headed clergy and laymen who make up 
the Diocese of Connecticut, and the affectionate esteem of 
the good people of Hartford, Churchmen and others. 

I recall now the warm, loving words with which the 
venerahle Dr. Joel Hawes spoke to me of the president, and 
of his noble inaugural address. In that address he had set 
forth some leading principles, and had shown the Church 
College as enthroning the Creed, the Ten Commandments 
and the Lord's Prayer in the understanding and in the heart 
of her students. To his utterances the mind of every good 
man in that large congregation gave, I am sure, a full 
response. There can be no least doubt that Dr. Kerfoot's years 
in Trinity College were successful years, useful years, years 
much blessed of God then and in their later and permanent 
results. The only just criticism to be made upon them is that 
the years were too few. They sorrowfully bring to mind the 
playful Hibernian remark that if we would have a strong, 
powerful Church College we must first turn Presbyterians, 
for they steal away all om* best presidents to make Bishops of 
them! 

When I entered the faculty of Trinity College at the same 

time with Dr. Kerfoot, I had not had the honor ever to have 

met him. For myself, I can testify that it was not long ere 

he had wholly won my heart to an affection that is undying. 

And I am, my dear Mr. Harrison, fidthfully yours in our 

Lord Jesus Christ, 

W. W. NiiiBS. 
CoNGOBD, N. H., Christmas, 1885. 

Later from an Another well-known clergyman, formerly a col- 
profeswr. , league of Dr. Kerfoot at Trinity, writes as follows : 

I hardly think you are likely to speak too strongly of the 
bishop's success as president of Trinity College. It is true 
that nothing brilliant and splendid occurred during his presi- 
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dency, for the reason that the resources of the College were 
meagre and even straitened, but the inf uence of Dr. Kerfoot, 
both personal and official, was very marked, and in every way 
elevated the tone of the College. I was very closely asso- 
ciated with him at the time, and learned to love him very 
much in the brief period of his presidency. He was almost 
alone among the presidents of Trinity College in leaving it 
freely of his own accord, in response to the call of duty, not 
because of troubles arising in the College. I well remember 
the extreme interest that was taken in his decision at the 
time. The community at large, as well as the Church at 
Hartford, seemed extremely desirous to keep him in that 
city, and in the presidency. There was a monster petition 
presented to him, of which, I think, you know something. 
It was signed by hundreds of names urging him to remain. 
Bishop Doane, then rector of St. John's, was very active in 
this movement. Bishop Williams joined heartily in it, and 
the whole movement was so spontaneous and so general that 
it was a triumphant approval of the president's course, and a 
remarkable proof of his success. You know his character 
even better than I, and what were the qualities that would 
gain this success for him. I have not statistics before me to 
show whether the number of students was greatly increased ; 
but that, after all, is not the matter, and has no bearing upon 
the question of Dr. Kerfoot's success. Personally I feel most 
grateful to him for the warnings and the incentives and 
the advice he gave to me, and which I feel have been most 
useful to me. 

The following letters will tell all that there is room 
for of Dr. Kerfoot's life at Trinity College. What 
pertains to his election as a deputy to the General 
Convention, and his elevation to the Episcopate, wiU 
be reserved for subsequent chapters. 
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Letiert 
dimiuory. 



COBBBSPONDENOE. 

President Kerfoot to the Bishop of Maryland. 

Hartford, Sunday evening, Dec. 11, 1864. 

My Very Dear Bishop^ — ^I suppose I ought to write for my 
letters dimissory. I cannot without a pahiful struggle bring 
myself to ask for them. But, my dear, dear friend, I know 
you keep a record for those you love, and in that I shall still 
have my name and place. You and my dear old Diocese 
grow nearer — not farther off. Yet I am very hopefully and 
happily at work here. This has been to me a very true, 
bright Lord*s Day. Having but one full service and sermon 
each Sunday in the College chapel (the 8.30 a. m. voluntary 
prayers besides), I was waiting and hoping for some other 
really pastoral work. Such came to me — the very kind I 
desked. The Hartford Hospital (the only one here besides 
the almshouse) was pointed out to me as unprovided with 
religious care. Through my family physician I offered my 
services, and the authorities (in which Church and Congrega* 
tional elements commingled) sent me an official request last 
week. The acceptance of my offer is regarded among Church 
folk as a pleasant and unusual sign of Congregational good 
will, (for thai element is very jealous and exclusive even yet 
hi Connecticut), and now I have special chaplain's care of 

Hospital tDork.ihehoB^it6l I spent one and a half hours there to-day, 

having service in each of the two wards. This Sunday work 
there, and two or three visits in the week besides, will, with 
the aid I can get from students and others, supply that 
hospital with needful spiritual care, and give me a very sure 
work as His minister who so loved and sought out the sick and 
needy. The work is a real comfort to me.^ 



[1 Among the MSS of Dr. Ker- 
foot is a letter of the year 1865, 
from a diBtingaished clergyman 
of Connecticut, which brings out 
the sympathetic side of Dr. Eer- 
foot's nature. Happening to 
visit the hospital one day, his 



correspondent had a few words, 
as he was going the rounds, witk 
some old, bedridden patients. 
They expressed themselves in 
such warm and affectionate terms 
of Dr.Eerfoot's kindness to them, 
and of his comforting ministra- 
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I have for some time designed to use my Sundays to stir ^'^JSi^r^* 
up the hearts and consciences of the young students who are 
purposing the ministry as their work. There has heen for 
some time great deficiency here in theu: culture. Religion 
has suffered through such young men. I have generally 
found their hearts answer my private appeals rightly, hut 
the standard of practical religious life and conscience was 
low — ^uncertain. I took one of my St. James's sermons — 
preached just eleven years ago this day. It seemed just 
what I needed, and, I thmk, what my young charges needed 
here. Indeed, I have used my St. James's sermons every 
chapel service here save one this year. They suited hetter 
than new ones, for they said all that was needed, without 
heing as pointed as new sermons for this place might have 
been. I felt how true my old lessons in that dear chapel 
were, and how the standard they aimed to ^n seemed easier 
there — ^less beyond general reach — than as yet I find to be the 
case here. 

I see what God gives me to do. He is giving me 
proof of His help. All the faculty work with me. So I see 
young men drawing nearer to new influences. There are 
agencies and customs existing here of old, only wanting more 
life. The two older professors are very good, true men. 
They help me on heartily— as do the new ones, too. This 
matter of a better, truer tone as to present character and 
faitMilness in the aspirants to the ministry, they are all 
anxious for. I gave notice that in this and each Ember week 
I would meet separately those looking forward to the ministry. 



tionft by their sick-beds, and of 
the impression of his goodness 
that dwelt In their minds, that 
the doctor on reaching home 
could not resist the impulse to 
write and tell Dr. Eerfoot. There 
could be, he said, no more grati- 
fying eartlily reward to a pastor 
than to have his seryices to tlie 
sick and Mendless so appreciated, 
and to be loved as, it was plain, 



these poor, humble women loved 
the chaplain of the hospital ; and 
he felt that he must communi- 
cate to his dear friend this com- 
forting and spontaneous testi- 
mony that his work in the 
hospital had been so blessed by 
the Divine Physician, and so 
valued by those who had bene- 
fited by it.] 
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Fifteen came to me this evening at 7 o'clock, and to my 
lessons at afternoon services. In my sermon, on the nature 
and proofs and due fruits of a call to the ministry, I added, 
this evening, plainer and more direct counsel and criticism on 
the right life here^ and the defects we see, and the hopes I had 
for them all. I could see, from the earnest eyes then, and 
from the warm thanks of some in words afterwards, that my 
effort was far from vain. Enough has been done to assure 
me my coming here was God's ordering, and has His blessing. 
Enough looms up before me to make me feel that Paiience 
must have a long time for her perfect work. The order and 
temper of the College are very good, and in and out of the 
College every one is more hopeful than for years past. 

Sunday, 9 p. m., December 18. — My letter has waited a 
week for its completion. The visits of Yan Bokkelen and 
Lyman pleasantly filled up the leisure other duties left me. 
BUhop Bishop Brownell is passing away. Early this week signs 
* of failing strength set in, and now he may go any hour or 
day : he may last some days. He has no pain, but life is 
going out. I have seen him not seldom since I came. He 
has been very cordial, and he and Mrs. B. make a beautiful 
picture of aged married life. She came down to see me last 
evening when I called, and told me of the Bishop's strong 
expressions yesterday about the College and its present 
prospects. Bishop Williams is with Bishop B., and gave him 
what we (Bishop B. and all) thought would be his last Com- 
munion. He was sitting up to receive it, and rose and stood 
erect in the Gloria ExcelHs, The doctors say he cannot 
rally 

The Bishop of Maryland to President Kerfoot. 

Baltimore, March 7, 1865. 

Dear Kerfoot^ — I have a strange, morbid, all but uncon- 
querable, reluctance to begin this letter. All day yesterday 
I strove in vain to bring myself to it. Any little pretext of 
other supervening business was gladly snatched at to relieve 
my conscience of the burden of account for cowardly pro- 
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crastination of what I knew must be done. But it seems 
like tolling the funeral knell of all the hopes that were bom 
that night when Bob Rowland brought me from the Flushing 
steamboat to College Point, and grew to such y^oxoxiA soueUuiee to 
maturity through all the checks and delays and vicissitudes ^JJ^**'*^-*^**'- 
of disappointment and disaster which we two have breasted 
together for twenty years and more, till at last the floods have 
gone over my head, and torn you from me, to cast you on 
another shore, with new work and friends before you and 
around you, and leave me whelmed in the bitter waters, with 
no sight of land before me or (mundane) sky above me. Ah 
me I this is a bitter, bitter cup that I am sipping, now these js^.iPAu^in^ 
three years and more of quiet, slow torture ! Do not under- J^*' **^^ 
stand my moanings to mean that I complain of your suc- 
cessful establishment where you are. God forbid ! On the 
contrary, it is one of my brightest gleams of comfort, in my 
heartsickness at the ruin in the midst of which I sit, to 
believe that you are getting your reward for fidthfulness in 
the care office talents by having ten transferred to you; and 
that the Church of God is to be no loser, even in immediate 
results, by the check of your work in Maryland, while wider 
spheres of usefulness open out before you and your associates 
in the service in other x>ortions of her field of duty — ^perhaps 
riper for profit by your labors. 

I am glad that St. Paul's seems to promise such enlarge- st. PauCs 
ment as in a measure to keep the real Jacobean team^'''**^ 
together in harness and exercise. The two Colts and Harrison 
ought to be of use to each other in keeping up and improving 
the old traditions of the College, and in good measure and 
degree, I trust, will. 

I like the proposal for Abel of which you tell me. I think 
that business employment, for one sufSciently principled and 
prepared to go into it without danger of shipwreck, is of 
very great value as a prejMiration for the holy ministry, sup- 
plying an element of knowledge of fallen human nature in 
no other way to be so well (if at all) obtained, and training 
a man in those administrative habits and powers the want of 
which is so sadly manifested in too large a proportion of those 
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who enter our sacred calling. Of Abel's preparedness for 
the course I am not enough conversant with his inner life to 
judge. All that I know of him would dispose me to think 
that he would be safe; but yotc must decide that point. The 
other, of its consistency with his views and duties as a 
candidate, I have no doubt about. I like the way they work 
in Chicago, and, judging of it by their Church paper, I like 
the way they talk — ^with grains of allowance for a little 
deficiency of Attic salt and Hymettian honey ! 

Your own kind mhiuteness in your letter of St. Thomas's 
Day, and subsequent snatches of information, and all I have 
been able to gather by any diligent cross-questioning of every- 
body who has been to Hartford or even in Connecticut — that 
and all amply satisfy my anxieties about your success in 
Trinity, and in your relations with its Bishop. God speed 
you abundantly ! 

Your prosperity and happiness in your work and in your 
dear family are among my pleasantest sources of relief, in 
the slow-eating torment of heart which seems to be con- 
suming your ever loving, 

W. R. Whittinqham. 

President Kerfoot to the Bishop of Maryland. 

Hartford, March 11, 1865. 

My Own Dear Bishop^ — ^Your loving, sad letter came yester- 
day, and to-day I send the letter dimissory to Bishop Wil- 
liams. He makes the new tie as pleasant as he can. He knows, 
as well as a stranger tons and our intercourse for twenty-two 
years can, how it rends my very heart to have my name off 
HU Umfor hu your list. There was mercy to me yesterday in my duty to 
go at once after reading your letter,- to the hospital put under 
my pastoral care. My welcome there was unexpectedly 
eager, for two men were dying. Some other patients, too, 
much needed my help. I did my duties, and was made to feel 
that, sore and dark to me as is siillthai change, yet here God 
would make it clear to me that He sets me work, and I am 
not wilfully out of His path, or such work would not meet 
me, and just in the hour when my heart sorely needed some 
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such sign of comfort from Him. I do feel, my dear, tnie 
father and friend, how sad and desolate you must be at 
times. The promise of my work here does not, cannot, 
remove my sense of loss and disappointment, too, for that 
past. But He whom we both tried to serve will yet restore 
our work. My daily prayers name you always before Him. 
I felt your sorrow, but it would grieve me if you or I felt less 
than we do our severance, and the suspension of that work. 
Do, my dear Bishop, keep in mind what you said to me of 
my place in your regards and love when Mr. C!ondit was 
taken from you. Cannot you and Mrs. W. come up here to 
visit us ? You need such change. What a comfort such a 
visit would be I cannot overstate. Dr. Shattuck comes for a 
fortnight this day a week. 

But I meant sooner than this to refer to the sad word in jy^g^^^j^f 
to-day's New York paper of dear Trevett's death, " suddenly," Treveo, 
on Wednesday. I know no more ; but the word saddens me 
very much, as it will you and many others. I heard of his 
severe nervous illness three or four months ago, but he 
became very well, I heard. Kip Anderson, Dec. 28, and 
Trevett, March 8, are the two now gone of the six who began 
St. James's. Both lived more than twenty- two years. The 
past is changing indeed. I am glad you think well of Abel's 
plan. By the fall we shall decide. I went with Bishop 
Williams to his Lenten ordination at New London, and 
preached the sermon. Six priests were ordained. I am very 
favorably impressed by the zeal and energy and devoutness 
of the younger clergy in Connecticut ; of aXl^ indeed, gener- 
ally. But the young men seem to me very promising mate- 
rial. As I write, the melodeon sounds from the parlor ; Mrs. 
K. is playing, and some of our St. James's ^^ boys " * singing, 
St. James's Easter music. We sing our Sunday evening 
hymn in our parlor regularly, and Jacobites and others come. 

Love to Mrs. W. and M. and M. 

Ever, dear Bishop, your loving son, 

J. B. £l. 

1 Several students from St. James's had followed Dr. Eerfoot to 
Trinity. 
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Gommencemmt 
at Trinity, 



President Kerfoot to the Bishop of Maryland^ 

Hartford, Ct., August 1, 1865. 

My Own Dear Bishop^ — '^ Commencement week " must not 
close here without one word, for mj own heart's sake, to 
you. Thursday, after all the public duties had gone through 
well, a lady, not young nor sentimental, said to me : *^ Were 
you not a little homesick to-day ? " " Yes, I was. Why? " 
" I thought you were, thinking of your own old College." So it 
had been ; my memory and heart were away off on that laton^^ 



* [There being no room of enffl- 
cient size at St. Jameses, the 
Commencements were held on 
tbe beautiful lawn in front of the 
main building— " Clagett Hall." 
A rough stage was erected, roofed 
oyer with green boughs, and the 
audience — friends from a distance 
and from the neighborhood — sat 
under a spacious tent surrounded 
by fine trees. There was hardly 
more than one rainy Commence- 
ment day to interfere with this 
custom in twenty years ; (that one 
was In 1851). 

Perhaps it may be as well to 
say a word about these St. James's 
Commencement Commencements, which ought to 
JDfty at St, haye been more particularly de- 
scribed in the former part of the 
work. 

They were looked forward to as 
great occasions by all the neigh- 
borhood, as well as by the col- 
legians and the alumni. The 
Bishop of Maryland was always 
in attendance and full of enthu- 
siasm. There was a good deal of 
imposing ritualism about them, 
too. The Board of Trustees, of 
which Bishop Whittingham was 
president, had adopted some of 



Jame8*8, 



the academical yestments and 
colors of the Uniyersity of Oxford, 
as the most time-honored of 
English seats of learning, and 
the proper model for a Church 
College. There was a long pro- 
cession from the College build- 
ings to the stage on the lawn — 
the undergraduates arrayed in 
silk gown and uniyersity square 
cap; B. A.*s in cap, gown and 
white hood thrown oyer the back ; 
M. A.'s in the same, with red 
hood ; winding up with the tall, 
commanding flgpare of Bishop 
Whittingham in his uniyersity 
cap and Episcopal robes, and the 
Rector (whom all who knew him 
will remember as a remarkably 
handsome man), inyested in the 
splendid robe (scarlet and black) 
of a Doctor in Diyinity. These, 
with theyarious literary societies 
and their banners and badges, 
and an excellent band of music, 
made an imposing and pictur- 
esque spectacle. 

The proceedings began with 
announcing the honors won 
during the year and the deliyery 
of testimonials to the students 
by Bishop Whittingham— a little 
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and on you, and all who used to meet ub there. And yet, 
and for this I write, it will gladden you to hear it, this 
week has heen the crowning one of several weeks past that 
haye been lovingly sent me of God, to assure me that He 
sent me here. I know it is very much to say, yet I may 
truly say it, that never in my life have more generous. 



ceremony which he perfonned 
always in the happiest, most cor- 
dial and most gracious manner. 

After the usual speeches by the 
graduating class, and sometimes 
an address by some distinguished 
orator whose name would attract 
an audience and give brilliancy 
to the occasion, came the con- 
ferring of degrees by the Rector. 
This, which was, of course, the 
cro¥mlng Interest of the day, was 
done with grace and dignity, and 
with a formality somewhat differ- 
ent from what is usually seen on 
such occasions. The time having 
arrived, so eagerly looked forward 
to by the young graduates and 
their friends, the Hector's chair 
(which had been In the centre of 
the semi-circle in the rear of the 
stage) was moved forward to the 
front of the platform. Rising 
from his seat, he asked the con- 
sent of the trustees to the con- 
ferring of the degrees in these 
words: 

** Placetne vobis, Domini Cura- 
tores, hos juvenes ad Bacca- 
laureatum in Artibus admlttere ? 
Betp, Placet." 

Resuming his seat, each of 
those about to graduate came 
forward in turn and bent be- 
fore him. The Rector took the 
graduate's hands in his, saying 
(while the Yice-Reetor, Dr. Pass- 



more, held the Prayer-Book of 
the Church over their hands) the 
following magic formula, so 
grateful to the hearer as an- 
nouncing the end of College days 
and the ** commencement " of 
manhood : 

'*Auctorltate Curatorum Col- 
legli Sancti Jacob! mihi com- 
missa, admitto te ad gradnm 
Baccalaubei in Abtibus, et ad 
omnia Jura et privilcgia ad istlus- 
modi gradum pertinentia : Cujus 
rel testimonium sit, hocce di- 
ploma";— handing the parchment 
to the happy graduate, the Rector 
at the same time saluting him by 
removing his cap for a moment. 

This done, the honorary de- 
grees — never lavishly or indis- 
criminately bestowed at St. 
James's— were announced in the 
same sonorous Latin— none the 
less impressive for not being 
understood by the audience gen- 
erally (on the principle, omiM 
ignotum pro tnirijieo). A slip of 
paper has been found containing 
a memorandum of the three hon- 
orary degrees conferred in the 
year 1857, which were as follows. 
(It may be remarl^ed that by one 
of the statutes of the College, 
and in full accord with the High 
Church ideas under which it was 
established, no degrees in divinity 
were allowed to be conferred ex- 
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earnest, affectionate assurances come to me of my motives 
and work being accepted, and felt to be a real, good work. 
My election to the General Convention, there being but the 
one clerical vacancy to fill, was an entire surprise to me ; not, 
I since learn, the result of any planning, but the sciggestion 



cept by the conBent and with the 
permiBsion of the Bishop of the 
Diocese.) 

After admitting the gradaates 
to the B. A. dej^ree, and graduates 
of three years* standing to the 
M. A. degree in regular course, 
the Rector proceeded thus : 



it 



et etiam, yirum reyerendum 
Thomam Richbt, 



presbyterum, in linguls Antiquis 
probe yersatum, ad Maoistba- 
TUM IN Abtibub admitti, annun- 
tio et declaro. 

**£adem auctoritate *' (then 
rising up, remoying his cap and 
turning to the Bishop, who grace- 
fully returned the salutation) : 

** atque in nomine et auctoritate 
Patris in Christo, Episcopi Mar- 
iaeterreruia, yirum reyerendum, 
presbyterum, praedicatorem elo- 
quentissimum, pastoremque fide- 
lissimum, 

** Thbodobum Bbnbdigtum 
Ltman; 

et etiam, yirum reyerendum, 
Dioceseos nostrae presbyterum, 
literarum amantissimum, eccle- 
siae, fideique Christi, et Dei 
Scripturae Sanctae defensorem 
promptum, 

^^ABTURIUM CLVyBLAND COXB, 



ad Thbolooiab Dootobatxtm ad- 
mitti, annuntio et declaro." 

In speaking of Mr. Goxe as 
the ** ready defender of the Holy 
Word of God," allusion Is made 
to the brilliant pamphlet he had 
Just published against the tam- 
pering with King Jameses yersion 
by the American Bible Society>- 
a brochure which had greatly de- 
lighted Bishop Whittingham and 
Dr. Eerfoot. 

In support of the statement 
that these Commencements were 
really interesting and imposing, 
it may be added that at this par- 
ticular Commencement the yen- 
erable Dr. William Greighton, of 
New York, was present, to witness 
the graduation of his promising 
grandson, William Crelghton 
Meade. The writer, who has 
reasons for remembering this 
Commencement of 1857 dis- 
tinctly (as he then receiyed his 
own M. A. degree)^ recalls yiyidly 
the glee and kindling eye with 
which Bishop Whittingham said 
to him that afternoon: **Dr. 
Crelghton tells me that he thinks 
this the yery best and most im- 
pressiye Commencement he has 
eyer seen in his life. And I take 
that as no ordinary compliment, 
for, to my knowledge, the Doctor 
has attended at least thirty Com- 
mencements of Columbia Col- 
lege, New York,"] 
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of some leading laymen to the clergy, whose ballots soon ran 
up to a large vote. It was a pleasant sign of new interest in 
Trinity College, and of a hearty acceptance of its new presi- 
dent, and an encouraging token to him. The inauguration 
and commencement days were full of this spirit. Bishop Bp, WiUiofns. 
Williams was most earnest and aflfectionate in his assurance 
that for years he had not had such comfort here. He has 
been such a bishop to me that, though he knows that he can- 
not be firsts he is fast becoming my second bishop. The 
alumni were here in four times the number seen for years ; 
all was harmony and zeal ; and the share that new friends 
would assign me in the hopeful change was amply large. God 
knew my heart's need of very full, repeated signs of His 
favor here in this new field; for I long after my dear old 
work. That shall live again ! — as I told the lady who thought 
she read homesickness in my face. She said: ^^Fe«, it 
would '' (though she is a real Connecticut woman). But I am 
not here, surely, by any self-will or impatience of my own — 
not as I willed, but, I do think, as He willed. The inaugural 
addresses, etc., are all to be published. 

My love and my wife's and that of us all to yourself, Mrs. 
W. and your daughters. Ever^ my own, dear, dear Bishop, 
your own loving son, 

J. B. £l. 



CHAPTER XIV. 

1866-1800. ABTAT.4IMS0. 

The Diocese of Connecticut showed a generous 
appreciation of the new President of Trinity College 
by at once electing him a delegate to the General 
Conyention — an honor the more remarkable because 
Connecticut was not, and never has been, at a loss for 
eminent and learned presbyters to represent her in 
the councils of the Church. 
g^«jflj«»i«e»- This Oeneral Convention, held in Philadelphia in 
1865, was one of the most critical in the history of the 
American Church. The story of the return of two 
Southern Bishops — Atkinson, of North Carolina, and 
Lay, at that time Missionary Bishop of Arkansas- — 
and their unexpected appearance in St. Luke's 
Church, Philadelphia, at the opening service, has 
often been told, and an authentic narrative of the 
ecclesiastical reunion of the North and South, accom- 
panied with interesting correspondence, has been 
recently published by the late lamented Bishop Lay. 
The political excitement in all parts of the country 
was intense. The Civil War was but just ended ; the 
shocking assassination of President Lincoln had 
occurred on the night of Good Friday, April 14th, 
1865, not six months ago; and when the General 
Convention met in October of that year, it is not 
surprising that some traces of the storm that was 
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raging outside shotild show themselves in the delibera- 
tions even of this grave ecclesiastical assembly. So 
much the more thankful should we be for the wisdom 
and charity which characterized the debates and 
proceedings of that Convention, and secured such 
happy results. 

As the service of the Holy Communion was about 
to proceed after the Convention sermon (preached 
by the Bishop of Montreal), the Secretary of the 
House of Bishops, Dr. Balch, who was in the 
chancel, turned to one of the bishops and whis- 
pered, in some excitement, "Why, there's ^il^i'^^j^^n^^ 
soTiy of North Carolina, sitting in the church I " ^"^ ^3^- 
After a little stir and flutter at an occurrence for 
which no one was prepared, some of the bishops 
walked down the chancel steps, approached Bishop 
Atkinson, and, with loving earnestness, msisted that 
he and Bishop Lay, who was found to be seated next 
to him, should at once come into the chancel and 
take their places with their brother bishops. After a 
moment's hesitation the two bishops acquiesced ; they 
had come on to Philadelphia deliberately, though 
uncommissioned by their Southern brethren, to do 
what they could to restore unity, peace and concord in 
the Church, and to bring together the Southern and 
Korthem dioceses. This action of theirs in at once 
accepting the invitation so cordially extended, and pre- 
senting for the first time since the Convention of 
1859 the spectacle of Southern and Northern bishops 
standing side by side in public divine service, had 
much influence in eflecting the results which almost 
every one desired, but did not see how to bring about. 
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For a more detailed narration the reader is referred 
to the publication of Bishop Lay, and to the Life cf 
Bishop WhiUinghamj by Dr. Brand.* Here we need 
only mention that there was long, exciting, and at 
times sharp, debate on the whole question in the 
House of Deputies. In this Dr. Eerfoot, Clerical 
Deputy from Connecticut, took an active, perhaps the 
most prominent, part, though with the result (such 
was the excitement) of being accused of not being 
" loyal " in his devotion to the Union, and of secretly 
sympathizing with the Secession movement. Nothing, 
of course, could have been more unpleasant to him, or 
more unjust ; but he was nothing daunted, nor did he 
hesitate one moment to pursue the course which duty 
and charity alike marked out. Bishop Lay, in his 
history of these events, does not forget to say that 
special thanks are due to the untiring and persistent 
efforts of Bishop Whittingham in the Upper House, 
and Dr. Kerfoot in the Lower House, in the cause of 
reunion and peace. 
Mr, Horace The matter to which Bishop Lay specially refers is 

tia^' *^this: The two houses, rejoicing to have two South- 
em Bishops back again, and looking forward to a 
happy reunion in the midst of the heartburnings of 
the time, appointed a " day of thanksgiving for the 
return of peace to the country and unity to the 
Church." To the dismay of many, Mr. Horace 
Binney, a distinguished lay deputy from Pennsyl- 
vania, threw down not an olive-branch, but a fire- 
brand. He rose and moved : 

That this House • . . • most respectftilly express to the 
House of Bishops its earnest desire that, in the religious serv- 

> Vol.^ll, chapter ii. See also Life of BUhop Hopkins, 
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ices to be appointed for the day, especial thanks be offered 
to Almighty God for the re-establishment of the national 
authority over our whole comitry, and for the removal of the 
great occasion of national dissension and estrangement to 
which our late troubles were due [i. «., slavery]. 

There was a long, heated discussion. All Phila- 
delphia was in a state of great excitement. The 
secular press of the city severely criticised the Con- 
vention. " Would the General Convention of the 
Protestant Episcopal Church dare to refuse to pass 
the ^ patriotic ' resolutions of Mr. Horace Binney t 
Was this great religious body, after all, at heart in 
sympathy with the ' rebellion ' ? " etc. Every man 
who lifted his voice against introducing the subject 
into the Convention was branded as "disloyal," "a 
copperhead," etc. So ridiculously out of the way were 
the critics that they even said that "of course Dr.* 
Kerfoot must sympathize with the South. True, he 
represented Connecticut, but had he not lived a long 
time in ]iiaryland ?" etc. 

When the motion to lay lilr. Binney's resolution on 
the table was about to be made (which would at once 
cut off further debate), it was courteously delayed a 
few moments, and by unanimous consent of the 
house the Sev. Dr. Kerfoot rose to speak agavnst Mr. 
Binney's resolution. He spoke under strong excite- 
ment, and with much force and feeling, knowing how 
much was at stake, and having heard cries of " disloy- 
alty " all around him. No good report of this speech 
is extant, but from the newspaper riswmij and from a 
letter afterwards published by himself in the Philadel- 
phia PreaSy its purport and gist can be stated with 
entire accuracy : 
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spt^ch cf Dr, HiB main point was that this Tote to lay Mr. Binney's reso- 
' lution on the table (i. «., to banish the subject from the 
Church Convention) need not touch any man's ^Moyalty." 
Many who might so rote were as loyal as any men in the 
house. He himself was such a man, and yet he intended to 
vote to lay the resolution on the table. He defied any man 
in the Convention to give greater proofs of loyalty and oppo- 
sition to the whole Southern movement than he had given. 
He appealed to the Maryland delegation to say if this was not 
so. [Judge Chambebs : No doubt about that.] He had 
fought Secessionism in Maryland for four years, in the very 
teeth of the Confederate armies, who had held his home and 
his work In their grasp again and again, and himself a 
prisoner. 

Moreover, personally, he believed in the words of Mr. 
Binney's resolution : they expressed his sentiments about the 
triumph of the national authority and the overthrow of 
slavery. And yet he was going to vote against them. 
Why 7 Because this Church Convention was not the place 
Tor declarations on these or any distinctly national topics f 
nor on any topics whatever, civil or social, except in direct 
and necessary connection with ecclesiastical and religious 
work. Only mischief, confusion, grief and distraction could 
ensue if such resolutions and such discussions were brought 
into our Church Conventions. Their duty as a Church 
legislature was limited to topics of religious doctrine and 
worship and the spread of the Gospel. 

Besides, there were among them delegates firom the South, 
welcomed there by formal resolution, who could not— and 
every member knew this— who could not vote for such reso- 
lutions as Mr. Binney's on points of political opinion. Why, 
then, go beyond their strict duty as an ecclesiastical Conven- 
tion? Why pass any declaratory resolves which must em- 
barrass, perhaps expel, these returned delegates whom they 
had just welcomed so cordially? Let members show their 
loyalty, their political opinions, their rejoicing in the triumph 
of the national arms, etc., outside of the Convention, as 
much as, and in whatever way, they pleased, but in thai aasem' 
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^ly of the Church of Christ let them keep to their proper 
duty^ and let their thanksgiving for unity and peace ascend 
to the throne of God in such form and in such words that all 
the whole Convention could honestly and harmoniously use 
them. 

Then came the vote— one of the most momentous Thewu. 
ever taken in the General Convention. The result 
was that Mr. Binnej's resolution (notwithstanding 
the weight of his honored name and all the outside 
pressure) was rejected by a large majority. Of the 
clergy, twenty dioceses voted against it, six in favor 
of it ; of the laity, fifteen dioceses against, seven in 
favor.* 

The clerical delegation from Connecticut (Doctors 
Mead, Hallam, Clark and Kerfoot) voted " solid " (to 
the great disgust of Dr. Muhlenberg) against Mr. 
Binney.* The four lay delegates from New York 
(including Mr. Euggles and Mr. Hamilton Fish) voted 
with Mr. Binney. On the other hand, the whole 
clerical and lay delegations from "Western New York 
(including among the latter Mr. Horatio Seymour and 
Mr. Washington Hunt) voted with Connecticut. 

It was a great triumph — far-reaching in its conse- 
quences. Had Mr. Binney's resolution gained the day, 
Bishops Atkinson and Lay would probably have felt 
obliged to return to the South disappointed and dis- 
heartened, and the reunion of the Church, which all 
professed to desire, would have been indefinitely post- 
poned. It is scarcely too much to say that we owe 



iJbumoZ of Gen. Con. 18(S5, 
pp. 65 et teq. Of coarse the 
form of the vote was 20 dioceses 



in faw)r of laying on the taM«, 
etc. 

See poity Dr. M.'8 letter. 
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this good result, under God, very largely to Dr. 
Kerfoot. 

The same brave, self-forgetlEiil spirit that impelled 
him to make his way through the smoke and flames of 
Kemp Hall urged him, on this critical occasion, to do 
what is even harder— to risk much misrepresentation 
and to oppose some of his warmest friends for a cause 
which, as we can all now see, was the cause of right- 
eousnesB and charity. 

At this Convention Dr. Eerfoot was appointed 
Chairman of the Committee on Christian Education, 
and wrote a report which treated the whole subject 
of the relations of the Church to education in a some- 
what unusual way. The report made a great impression 
at the time upon those who heard it.* 
me^BUhM When the Convention was over, Dr. Kerfoot re- 
turned to his duties at Trinity College, from which he 
was soon to be interrupted by a sunmions to a higher 
and more important dignity, though, as some think, 
not more useful work than that of a conscientious and 
able educator of youth. 



Export on Chris- 
Han education. 



i Dr. K. receiyed many gratify- 
ing letters about this report. The 
following, from Mr. Washington 
Hunt, fairly represents the gen- 
eral tenor of them : 

Bev, and Dear Sir^ — I have re- 
ceived my copies of yonr yalnable 
report, and sent them to the 
Standing Committee of my Dio- 
cese for distribution 

.... It is the most important 
paper that has been issued to 
Churchmen for years. I regard it 
as more than a substitute for the 



usual pastoral letter, and am con- 
fident that its wise suggestions 
will exert a beneficial influence. 
Permit me to congratulate you 
on the reeent doings in the new 
Diocese of Pittsburgh, and to 
assure you that their choice of a 
Bishop was very gratifying to me 
personally. What is more im- 
portant, it is most auspicious to 
the welfare and growth of the 
Church. With great regard, yours 
truly, 

Washzngton HniiT. 
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The great Diocese of Pennsylvania, consisting ot 
47,000 square miles, had lightened the labors of 
Sishop Alonzo Potter by electing that admirable 
man — a true saint — Dr. Samnel Bowman, as Assistant 
Bishop. His labors had been chiefly in the western 
portion of the Diocese, of which the principal city is 
the smoky, thriving mart of Pittsburgh. After Bishop 
Bowman's death (under such peculiar circumstances, 
that those who knew how closely he had walked with 
God, could not help recalling the translation of 
Enoch), Dr. Wm. Bacon Stevens was elected Assistant 
Bishop. But after his succession to the title of Bishop 
of Pennsylvania, upon the death of Bishop Alonzo 
Potter, no new Assistant Bishop was chosen. The 
division of the large, unwieldy Diocese by setting 
off the western portion had long been thought of, 
but until now never very urgently pressed. This 
important step in Church progress was at length 
accomplished, and, after much discussion, Pittsburgh 
was adopted as the name of the new Diocese. It was 
the first occasion in our American branch of the 
Church of returning to the old principle of naming a 
Diocese from its chief city — a usage since then happily 
followed in the instances of Easton, Albany, Spring- 
field, Quincy, and elsewhere. A lingering prejudice 
against this time-honored custom has given us the 
awkward names of Western New York, Central 
New York, Central Pennsylvania, Northern Cali- 
fornia, East Carolina, etc. 

It was at the General Convention of 1865 that 
consent was given to the formation of the new Diocese 
of Pittsburgh, and then came the important question 
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who was to be the new Bishop. Among the names 
first thought of was that of Dr. Eerfoot, president of 
Trinity OoUege. This was dne, perhaps, in the first 
^»«^'. E, instance, to the Rev. 0. E. Swope, D. D., who was then 
rector of Trinity Church, Pittsburgh. He was one 
of the first graduates of the College of 8t James, had 
served in the College as a tutor, had lived in Mary- 
land later on as rector of Mount Calvary Church, 
Baltimore, and had always kept up his intimacy with 
Dr. Eerfoot. He knew him well, knew his intel- 
lectual powers, his sound Anglican Churchmanship, 
the sterling worth of his character, his indomitable 
energy and industry, and loved him for the sympathy 
of his pastoral heart. He naturally turned to his old 
friend as one of those best suited for the arduous work 
of organizing the new Diocese of Pittsburgh, and 
labored earnestly to secure his election. Moreover, 
the manly course of Dr. Eerfoot in the late General 
Convention, the marked ability he had displayed in 
the momentous debates of that body, and the unques- 
tionable service he had rendered the whole Church in 
promoting ecclesiastical unity at a very critical junc- 
ture — all this had made him at that moment a promi- 
nent man even to those not intimately acquainted 
with him. After some opposition on the part of those 
who had other preferences, or who disliked him as 
being too decidedly a High Churchman, he was elected 
on the very first ballot, and there was great rejoicing 
in the Church among those who knew him, and the 
importance of the new work to which he was called. 
Some, however, and among them a few of his best 
friends, deeply regretted that he should be called 
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away from the important post of president of Trinity 
College just as his usefulness in that honorable place 
was beginning to be appreciated by the Diocese of 
Connecticut. 

On the 16th of November Dr. Kerfoot received two 
brief telegrams, one from the Eev. C. E. Swope, and 
one from Mr. J. H. Shoenberger, announcing his 
election.* These were followed by a hasty note in 
lead pencil from Dr. Swope : 

Pittsburgh, Nov. 16th, 1865. 

My Dear, Dear Dr, Jf.,— I have just dispatched you inform- 
ing you of your election to the Bishopric of this Diocese. You 
went in on the first ballot by a majority of 19 to 9 of both 
orders. 



^ Bishop Stevens, in announcing 
the result, used the following 
words: ** Brethren, this is the 
finger of God ! As you have now 
elected a Bishop, it may not be 
inappropriate for me to say that 
I have the pleasure of being well 
acquainted with Dr. Kerfoot. He 
is a sound Churchman, a true 
Christian, a well-learned and 
scholarly man, and fulfils all the 
conditions that I enumerated in 
my sermon yesterday as required 
of the one who should be Bishop of 
this new Diocese. He is not, I am 
aware, the choice of all, but when 
the members of the Convention, 
acting under the solemn in- 
fluences which have been invoked 
upon it, and in view of the deep 
responsibility to God, have, by a 
vote of two-thirds of each order, 
clerical and lay, elected such a 
man, 1 feel it is the duty of aU to 
waive, as far as possible, personal 



differences and to receive him, as Bishop Steverurs 
I believe he is indeed, as the one <^^^^' 
whom the Holy Spirit has set 
over you in the Lord. 

*^ Loving as is his nature and 
genial as is his disposition, I feel 
confident that when he comes 
among you, and you can see and 
know him, you wUl love him; 
you cannot know him without 
loving him; you cannot know 
him without respecting him. 
Let me beg you, when he comes 
|imong you as your Bishop, to 
give him your generous confi- 
dence and support— to open your 
hearts and your hands. He will 
respond to your love and respect, 
and prove himself worthy of both. 
Thus will you labor together as 
one body, in one spirit, and ad- 
vance both the glory of God and 
the interest of His Church in this 
new Diocese.'* 
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I am one of a committee to call upon you and inform you 
of your election and ask you to accept. You must not, ought 
not, cannot, dare not, say no. We will see you next week, 
2>. V. Till then farewell. Lau9 Deo I As ever, yours. 

There have been not a few instances in onr Chnrch 
history where presbyters have thought that they 
knew themselves better than any Oonvention conid 
know them, and have deliberately declined to accept 
a call to the Episcopate. Thus Dr. Eastbum and Dr. 
Dorr declined Maryland, Dr. Oreighton declined New 
York, and Dr. Coxe, Texas. To Dr. Kerfoot it proved 
Aun,ing <tue^ a vory trying question. However gratifying to him it 
might be to be elevated to the House of Bishops, and 
serve the Church in that larger field of usefulness, for 
which everybody admitted his fitness, he was yet more 
than willing to stay where he was already doing good, 
and in the line of life for which his whole training had 
peculiarly adapted him, if on the whole that seemed 
most desirable, and therefore his duty. To decide 
rigJMy and unselfishly was his first object. It was 
natural that he should take counsel with his intimate 
friends, and the following selection from a vast 
number of letters which poured in upon him wiU 
show how perplexing was the question, and how 
serious the consideration he gave before finally 
accepting the new responsibility. 

The Bishop and clergy of Connecticut lost no time 
in presenting an address, which urged him in terms 
of warm and earnest entreaty to remain at Trinity 
and continue there the work of Christian education, 
for which, they said, he seemed so peculiarly fitted. 
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The bulky document, with its long list of signatures, 
was accompanied by a kind and brotherly letter from 
the Eev. Wm. Croswell Doane, of Hartford, who 
assured Dr. Kerfoot that one hundred and eleven out 
of the one hundred and twenty clergy of the Diocese 
had cordially appended their names to it. Some had not 
signed from accident, and a few had declined to sign the 
paper on the ground that the Episcopate was a higher 
and larger field of work, and they felt unwilling to in- 
terfere with what seemed a Providential call. Bishop ^fyfmam, 
Williams had previously written a private letter an- 
ticipating the choice which Pittsburgh was about to 
make, for public rumor had pointed out Dr. Kerfoot 
as the coming Bishop. In this letter he was inclined 
to rate the work which Dr. Kerfoot was then doing 
at Trinity College as of more value than what he or 
any man could do in Western Pennsylvania : 

I do not undervalue the work of the Episcopate. But 
surely there is many a man who can do all that can be done 
for the Diocese in Western Pennsylvania, but it will not be 
so easy to find one who can take your place, which, if you 
take that Diocese, you will give up in the work of Church 
education. To do what your position will now enable you 
to do, not only as you never did it before, but also as no 
other man in this country has ever had the opportunity to do 

it, the College now gives a field You can do for the 

Church a work, you can win for yourself a place in the 
Church's history, which not the Bishop of the largest Diocese 
can do or win. Oh, my dear brother, keep to the line of life 
and work for which God has so pre-eminently fitted and 
trained you, and do not try another 

Letters from many of the Bishops poured in, almost 
all of one tenor, urging him to accept this call, and 
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congratnlating the Ohurch and the new Diocese on 
Bithcp anMh.\iii^ election. One or two (as, for example, Bishop 
Smith, of Kentucky, so soon to be presiding Bishop) 
were inclined to think his sphere of usefulness at 
Trinity preferable to the cares and responsibilities of 
the Episcopate. Ko letter was received for some 
days from Bishop Whittingham, which caused Dr. 
Kerfoot at first to think that his old friend and coun- 
sellor would prefer him to remain President of Trinity. 
Dr.Muhianberg. Dr. Muhlenberg wrote at once on hearing the news. 

The Bev, Dr. Muhlenberg to the Bishop^elect of Pittsburgh* 
St. Luke's Hospital, N. Y., Nov. 17th, 1865. 

My Dear John,— -The paper has just informed me of your 
''election to the Episcopate." With my hearty greetings 
you have, what I am sure you will value as much, my hearty 
prayers that it may be also your elevation in the Kingdom 
which is " righteousness, peace, and joy in the Holy Ghost." 
May you be in the true apostolic succession — "qui Petri 
virtutes, Petri claves. habet " I 

I hope for the opportunity, before I must address you as a 
" Right Rev. Father," of a talk with you as your old school- 
father— of which one word at present is, let your acceptance 
be known at once. Don't fancy you are deliberating, when 
you have already made up your mind. With my congratula- 
tions for your wife and children, in haste. 

Affectionately yours, 

W. A. M. 

Dr. Kerfoot's reply to this letter, in which he ex- 
plained his peculiar reasons for hesitation, the kindly 
pressure from many quarters that he should stay at 
Trinity College, and begged for explicit counsel from 
his old " school-father," has, like all his letters to Dr. 
Muhlenberg, unfortunately been lost or destroyed. 
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His letter, however, elicited the following carefnlly- 
coDsidered rejoinder : 

The Bev. Dr, Muhlenberg to the Bishop^elect of Pittsburgh, 
St. Luke's Hospital, N. Y., Nov. 24th, 1865. 

My Dear /oAn,— You believe (in what I am going to say I 
take you on your own ground— how far it is mine matters 
not) that the office of a bishop is divine ; that it is an institu- 
tion of Jesus Christ ;— you further believe that you have been 
called to that office by the voice of His Church. That being 
so, there are only two questions for you to consider : First, Two guettums 
are you qualified for the office ? That must be answered by 
the judgment of others, and by your own judgment of your- 
self. The former has been declared in the fact of your 
election, which, for the most part, was by those who know 
you. Kor is that judgment controverted by those who would 
keep you where you are. They may think you better for a 
president than a bishop; but they do not say you are not 
qualified to be one. If from your own knowledge of yourself 
you are persuaded you are not fit for episcopal functions, the 
question is settled ; but you are not so persuaded. If you 
were you would say so, and cut short the suspense. 

The remaining question is. Are you willing to assume the 
responsibilities of the office ? They are the gravest and the 
most solemn that can be laid officially upon mortal man ; 
but mortals must bear them. The Lord, through His Church, 
lays them upon some of His ministers. If the present action 
of His Church be anything. He would lay them on you. If, 
in, all humility and dependence upon His grace, strengthen- 
ing your weakness, you are ready to undertake these respon- 
sibilities, there is no more room for debate in your mind: 
you are decided, as I said, as to what you shall do, and as 
you ought to be. Whether you shall retain your present 
post— how can that keep you wavering ? Is the presidency of 
a college a divine institution? Can you put that in one 
scale, and the office of a bishop in the other, and see which 
preponderates? They are things in their nature not to be 
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weighed together. When yoa accepted the presidency yen 
did what you Judged to be expedient and right« In accepting 
the bishopric yon trust you are moved by the Holy Ghost ; 
so you will profess at your consecration (yon won*t begin to 
feel that then /). Nor will Bishop Williams, or Bishop Whit- 
tingham, or Bishop Coxe, or any of the clergy of ConnecUcnt, 
say that you ought to deliberate about obeying a call of the 
Holy Ghost, or will they undertake to determine whether 
you have such a call. Marvellous High Churchmen, to make 
so little of the solemn choice of a council of the Church ! As 
Bp. WMUinch for Bishop Whittingham, you know how apt he is to look at a 
thing in a certain direction. The Episcopal vision is through 
a long, narrow tube, by which he sees straight enough, and 
he moves it about, too ; but, then, he can see only one thing at 
a time. Now, he has St. James's redivivus before his eyes, 
and he would keep you at Trinity in reserve for that ; so you 
must dismiss him from the multitude of your counsellors. 
Again, your present work is but partially spiritual. It is 
FcmroreMn^ largely secular, dealing in *^ the wood, hay and stubble" as 
^^y tecu- much as in the '^ silver and gold." You are bringing up men 
^^' for the world as well as for heaven ; you are making Chris- 

tian ^en^Zem^n— not .exactly apostolic work ; but it is to apos- 
tolic work you are called — the extending the Kingdom of 
Christ by the means which He Himself ordained to that end. 
Will you or your advisers set against that any academic 
Episcopacy? Granting that you are in the service of the 
Lord (not as much as you were at St. Jameses, by a good 
deal), far be it from me to deny it, what have you to answer 
when the Lord says, "Gro up higher"? Still further: in 
which field of labor will your soul more prosper? The 
question answers itself. 

Now, all this must be perfectly familiar to your thoughts ; 
consequently you cannot say : ^^ In varias partes distrahor." 
I was not mistaken when I said you are already decided. 
Still, I grant you are right in hearing patiently all your Con- 
necticut friends have to say. Not to do so would be unkind 
and uncivil. You may also ponder their arguments, and for 
the while you may feel like yielding to their persuasions. In 
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that way you are undecided while you are none the less 
decided, like the needle in the compass veering this way 
and that way, yet all the while and surely attracted to- 
wards the pole. The Episcopate may never have been, but, 
now that you and it are so near, it is the loadstone of your 
heart; which, indeed, in your letter you virtually say; and 
why not? ^' He that desireth the office of a bishop desireth a 
good work«" And I believe it is the good work which you 
desure— of course not despising its worldly honor and benefit. 
You will make a good bishop ; you will preach the Gospel ; r<Mv;mmake 
you will not put the Church instead of Christ, but you will "^ ^'^^ **'^- 
be very careful to preach Christ as in the Church ; you are 
truly evangelical, and as truly an ecclesiastic; your heart 
will go forth for the conversion of souls ; you will seek for 
*^ Christ's sheep which are dispersed through this naughty 
world, that they may be saved through Him forever." I 
have no misgivings on that score. Kor will you fail duly to 
magnify your office at the risk of magnifying yourself. You 
will not be as much afraid of the Ego as Bishop White was. 
You will never desert your party ; you will faithfully fulfil 
your consecration vows — would that all our bishops might 
'^show themselves as gentle, and be as merciful for Christ's 
sake to poor and needy people and to all strangers destitute 
of help,^' as I am sure you will ! — ^and you will look well after 
the youth of the flock. Yes, I believe you will be one of 
Christ's bishops. 

I confidently trust, as well as heartily pray, that when He, 
the Great Shepherd, shall appear, you will receive the '^ never- 
fading crown of glory " for, as you pray yourself. His own 
mercies' sake. 

Tlus is all I now think of saying ; only, don't write your- 
self Bishop of Pittsburgh : the Diocese of Pittsburgh will be 
quite enough for you to oversee; quite enough for you to 
give an account of on the Day of Judgment. Afi^ection- 
ately, 

W. A. MUHLENBEBa. 

Postscript-'IS you keep the Pennsylvanians waiting, they 
may tliink you are waiting for higher bids. 
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I send you our Thanksgiymg songs. Let your College boys 
sing them* It will be a further demonstration of the loyalty 
which yon had to avouch so emphatically to cover the shame 
of that mean — ^yes, I will say it — ^that mean vote of yours in 
the General Conyention.' ^^ Connecticut voted solid," exulted 
a Copperhead. I was not proud of you then. ^^Not the 
proper work of the Church.*' O transcendental, sublimated, 
superspuitual Church ! — too far up in the third heavens to care 
about what is doing on earth. 

Before Dr. Muhlenberg's letter arrived Dr. Kerfoot 
wrote at length to Bishop Whittingham, asking his 
counsel : 

As to the office and work (the call to which had 
come to him unsonght), he would frankly say that he 
was more than willing to enter upon them ; regarding 
such a call to the Episcopate as peremptory, unless 
some clear duty prohibited acceptance. And he 
would love such missionary pastoral work : it would 
seem as the answer to prayer offered in years gone by 
that the later years of his active life might be devoted 
to " direct ministry to souls," rather than be spent in 
collegiate duties. His one grave doubt was caused by 
the plea urged by Bishop Williams and the Faculty, 
etc., of Trinity, with an earnestness he could hardly 
describe, yet with a generous confidence in his integ- 
rity of purpose, and a rare delicacy, that very much 
touched him — the plea, namely, of Church education, 
and the opening which just then seemed to be pre- 
sented in Trinity College. He had really had till 
then no adequate conception of the strong, warm and 
general feeling towards himself personally and the 

> [On Mr. Biniiey*B reeolntion.] 
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work he was doing, and, as they thought, was likely 
to do, in Trinity. 

But, then, would he by becoming Bishop of Pitts- 
burgh throw away all opportunities of promoting 
Church education? Would he not be in the very 
position to help the resurrection of St. James's, if that 
became possible? As bishop, he could stir up his 
own Diocese, and could come into Maryland, and, 
with Bishop Whittingham, revive the old interest in 
the College on the old site, etc.* 



^ These fond expectations were 
never realized. Bishop Kerfoot, 
soon after his consecration, made 
a yigorons effort, bnt the resusci- 
tation of St. Jameses at that time 
was premature. The causes are 
plain enough, as one looks bacli. 
There was wealth in Pennsylvania, 
to be sure ; the war itself, so deso- 
lating in other regions, and the 
high-tariff taxation, had tempora- 
rily added to some men's fortunes. 
In Maryland, however, there was 
then but little money, and what 
there was, was not to be found 
among the Churchmen who had 
been friends of St. James's. The 
line of policy which Bishop Whit- 
tingham had thought it his duty 
to pursue had, for a time, alien- 
ated, as is well known, that large 
mass of the people who sympa- 
thized with the South. The 
bishop's new friends by no means 
took the place of the old. He 
was obliged to tell Dr. Kerfoot, 
with sorrow, that he could not 
name one single '* Union" man 
of means and position in Mary- 
land who could be put on the 
board of trustees with any hope 



that he would work vigorously WhySt^Jamtft 
and generously for the College. JJ^ not be re- 
Moreover, there was, for five or 
six years after Bishop Eerfoot's 
consecration — indeed, during the 
whole period of the '^ carpet-bag " 
regime — as much soreness of feel- 
ing in Maryland as in any of the 
States of the Confederacy, and 
hearty co-operation with Pennsyl- 
vania, or with any Northern 
bishop, or even with Bishop 
Whittingham himself, in Church 
or educational work, was not, just 
then, to be expected ; if expected, 
it was certainly not to be found. . 
And Pennsylvania was hardly 
eager at that time to aid in re- 
establishing any Southern col- 
lege. Some may think all this 
very lamentable, but it was none 
the less a fact, and it sufficiently 
explains the entire collapse of 
the efforts of the two bishops. 
The Bishop of Pittsburgh found 
himself obliged to abandon his 
efforts, and occupy himself with 
Church extension and educational 
projects in his own large and 
growing Diocese. 
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Biahop Whittingham replied immediately as fol- 
lows, biB letter bearing the same date as tbat of Dr. 
Muhlenbei^. Botb letters were received in Hartford 
on tbe same day, November 25, 1865, and it will be 
readily seen that two such letters, from his two most 
intimate friends, left little room for doubt as to what 
his decision onght to be. 

The BUhop of Maryland to the Bishop-eUet ofPiUthurgh. 

Baltimore, Friday, Nov. 24th, 1865. 

My Dear, Very Dear, Friend and Brather,^Thsit I did not 
write on the news of your election was owing to three reasons : 

1. I had regarded the thing as sure, and had already talked 
with you about it. 

2. I am too deeply, personally and ofScially interested in 
it to feel myself free to throw a grain into the scale of a yet 
balancing decision. 

3. I have been for two weeks past in a very low state of 

bodily and mental prostration, miserably stmggling with 

myself to get out of it, only working deeper and deeper into 

the mire by such ineffectual agonies. 

TheeaUfnmt Not only has nothing occurred to me to alter the view in 
i>€ obeyed, ^j^j^j^ ^j^^ possibility of your going to West Pennsylvania 

first presented itself to me, but all my reflections on it since 
have only strengthened my convictions : 1. That on general 
grounds, such as you know I have held to be the only true 
ones for now more than thirty years, you are bound in duty 
not to set aside a direction of the Master so conveyed ; 2. 
That, for particular, individual reasons growing out of your 
former relations to St. James's and your life-work there, 
what would be apart from that, perhaps, a mere onerous 
duty (yet, as such, to be cheerfully gone into), seems to assume 
the aspect of a high privilege, even, perhaps, to be looked at, 
if we may so speak of such things, as a reward ; and 3. That 
the Church will be the gainer, on the average estimate of 
results in the ordinary course of the human element in 
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Church work, by your transfer to the new sphere offered, 
even putting the loss to Connecticut at Uie heaviest, and 
setting the prospect of a restored St. James's entirely out of 
view. There is a cfreat work in your new Diocese, and you 
go into its tide at the turn of ebb. I shrink from speculation 
on what seem to me to be the consequences that may 
naturally and easily be anticipated from a few years of such 
labor as you have been trained and fitted to bestow in such a 
work. It is too bright for endurance in my present mood. 

I have as yet met with no one here who did not at once 
connect your election with the restoration of St. James's. 
Several, by letter and otherwise, have congratulated me 
warmly on that assumption. I hear from Washington County 
[where St. Jameses was situated] to the same effect. Every- 
thing that, with our knowledge of Maryland, could be hoped 
for from tiie Diocese in its happiest disposition, may, I think, 
be counted on upon the institution of such a course of pro- 
cedure as you rapidly sketch out. Men are beginning of 
themselves to say it is time something were doing ; and, I 
think, too, are beginning to find out what they have lost in 
losing you. 

As for Triniiy, I should at once say, Why might not Joseph 
Coit take your place ? did I not remember that he would be 
the man whom you would require immediately for St. 
James's. Why should not Cornelius take the place? I 
know the loss of him from Western Pennsylvania would be 
very great. Yet in Connecticut he would be a most valuable 
out-alley and recruiting officer. I think he would fill the 
place. His management of the division affair, &om first to 
last, has been really admirable. In many respects he.wo,ul4 
9uU Connecticut. About discipline in the College I am less 
assured than on almost any other point ; but you know. He 
is a man of* worth and in his prime. Of course all this may 
be idle. No doubt Williams has his men, whom he knows 
as well as we know Cornelius, and whom he may think, and 
who may be, better for the place tlian he can be. Doubtless, 
in His own wise way, He who takes you away from such a 
place will take care that what is best is done with it. 



r 
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From all ibi8« dear Kerfoot, you will see that I can take 

but one view of your poBition. You go under constraint, 

yet willingly, but from no choice or act of your own, 

^^ thrust out into " the work, as our Lord^s own phrase is 

concerning His giving mission. 

I know how to feel for my poor brother of Connecticut, and 
have earnestly prayed and do pray that he may be counselled 
and guided from above, and have abundant recompense given 
him for that which he is now called upon to give up. He 
will, I am sure, in God's own time and way. 

With heart's love to all, your own loving brother, 

W. B. WHrrTINQHAK. 

The Rev. /• C Passmore^ D, 2>., to ike Bishop'eUct of 

Pittsburgh. 

Racine, November 17, 1865. 

My Dear Friend^ — I see by the papers of to-day that you 
are elected Bishop of Western Pennsylvania. I am rejoiced 
su acceptance to hear it. You must, of course, accept, and may God give 
^ you His abundant grace to discharge rightly the duties of the 

office ! By means of schools, etc., which your experience 
would enable you to conduct, you may do a work of immense 
value for your new Diocese. I received your inaugural address 
a few days ago, and have read it with great pleasure. I have 
been absent from home a good deal lately. On Wednesday I 
was at Clarkson's consecration. It was a glorious day, and 
the services were conducted admirably. Several of us wished 
that you and Dr. Muhlenberg could have been present. I 
have to go to a funeral in a few minutes, and write in haste. 
.... Your affectionate friend, 

J. C, P. 

The Rev. F. W. A. Falk, Ph. i>., to the Bishop-elect of 

Pittsburgh^ 

Lancaster, Pa., November 20, 1865. 

My Dear Dr. Kerfoot^ — ^You can hardly imagine how I re- 
joiced at your election. Accept my cordial congratulations. 
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In my last note to 3'ou I expressed the hope that the machina- 
tions of the ultra Low-Church party against you would come 
to nothing. They stooped down to falsehood by persisting 
in the attempt to make your loyalty suspected on account of 
your course with regard to Mr. Binney's resolutions. They 
deserved, therefore, defeat. But that it would be so over- 
whelming, and that you would be elected by so decided a 
majority, was more than I, under the circumstances, expected, 
and was indeed most gratifying. The hand of God has been 
clearly in it, who called the right man to the right place. All 
your friends justly anticipate a vigorous and healthy growth 
of the Church in the young, promising Diocese, under your 
wise guidance 

The Rev. Dr. Dix to the Bishop'elect of Pittsburgh. 

New York, November 17, 1865. 

Dear Sir^ — ^With a heart full of gratitude to God for His 
mercies to us, I read in the paper this morning that you have 
been chosen Bishop of the new Diocese in Pennsylvania, and, 
in great haste, would say this to you as soon as possible. 
Alas for Trinity College! But there can be no question jfogueaion 
which is the greater work and where the duty lies. That you ^^^*tdSi. 
may be able to leave the College in good hands, and that your 
election may be a beginning, as I am sure it will, of a great 
and good work in Pennsylvania, and that the Lord may long 
spare you to the Church, is the prayer of yours faithfully in 
Christ, 

MOBGAN DiX. 

Notwithstanding his entire willingness to remain at 
Trinity College and devote himself to Church educa- 
tion, there seemed to be no real question that it was 
his duty to accept this call to the higher oiffice, and on 
the 5th of December he sent notice of his acceptance 
to the Presiding Bishop, to vehich ho received the 
following reply : 
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The Pruiding BUKop to ike Biehop-ekd o/PiiUbmrgk. 

Barlington, Yt., December 8, 1865. 

Bev. and Dear Brother^ — ^Your favor of the 5th instant 
came last evening, and I make it my first care this morning 
to give it an answer, as it is always desirable, in such cases, 
to allow the invited bishops as much time as possible, so 
that their other engagements may not interfere. 
Ammffmmtt As I am (officially) the director of the programme, I shall 
&raiUm, reserve to myself nothing more than the part which the 
ordinal assigns to the Presiding Bishop, and in the Com- 
munion Service, from the prayer of humble access to the end 
of the consecration of the elements, the final collect after the 
Gloria in ExeeUie^ and the Benediction. To appoint myself 
as the preacher would not be seemly.' I reserve the parts 
mentioned in the Communion office, because they seem to 
belong properly to eeniorUy. The arrangement, therefore, for 
the consecration of the Bishop-elect of Pittsburgh will be as 
follows — viz. : The Presiding Bishop, Comeerator ; Bishop 
Wliittingham, the Preacher, If his health should oblige him 
to decline this duty, then the following names will be substi- 
tuted according to this order: Bishop Stevens, or, if he 
declines, Bishop Coze. 

The bishops to present the candidate. Bishop Whittingham 
and Bishop Williams. 

If Bishop Whittingham cannot attend, then Bishop Wil- 
liams and Bishop Stevens. The bishops uniting in the 
imposition of bands with the above-named (seven in all being 
a9 many as can conveniently unite, three on either side of 
the consecrator) will be the following: Bishops Potter, 
Odenheimer and Bedell ; but if any of those named be unable 
to attend, the Bishop-elect is hereby requested to Invite any 
others according to his discretion. And all the minor details 
of the occasion are hereby committed to his appointment, as 
also the giving of tiie notices to all concerned. 



1 [This was eaid, probably, in 
reference to a suggestion of Dr. 
Korfoot that Bishop Hopkins 



himself should preach the ser- 
mon. Dr. Kerfoot's letter is not 
at hand!] 
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The day appointed is the Festival of St. Paul, and the 
place, Trinity Church, Pittsburgh. 

The foregoing plan, I presume, will be suflScient ; but, if 
anything more be desired, I shall be at your service most 
willingly. 

Commending you, my beloved brother, to the fav<»: and 
blessing of the great Bishop of Souls, 

I remain yours faithfully in Christ, 

John H. Hopkins, 

Presiding Bishop. 

As the venerable Bishop Mcllvaine lived in the 
adjoining Diocese of Ohio, and had written a most 
cordial and affectionate letter of welcome, Dr. Kerfoot 
desired that the Bishop of Ohio should be specially 
invited to attend. The Presiding Bishop made the 
following answer to hid request : 

The Presiding Bishop to the Bishop-ehct of Pittsburgh, 

Burlington, Yt.^ Dec. 15th, 1865. 

Rev, and Dear ^ro<A«r,— In reply to your letter of the 9th 
on the subject of extmiding an invitation to Bishop Mcllvaine, 
I can only say that you have my cordial consent to invite him 
or any other bishop^ if you so desire. 

To me it would be peribctly agreeable to meet the whole 
House of Bishope on these occasicHiB ; yet, as this matter 
entoils some expense, I have not thought it fair, by the exer* 
else of any official right, to name more than would suffice to 
give dignity to the solemn service. To that end seven (the Setm Bishont 
number of perfection) is amply sufficient, three on either side^^^*'*^***^ 
of the consecrating bishop ; but you must consider yourself 
fully authorized to have as many more as you please. If the 
Southern bishops could attend, no one would welcome them 
more cordially than I should* 

Commending you to the divine blessing, I remain your 
£uthful brother in Christ, John H. Hopkins. 
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The following letters from his old fneDds and col- 
leagues, Bishop Clarkson and the Rev. Dr. Passmore, 
of Racine, are selected from a very large namber of 
like character : 

The MUsionary Bithcp of Nthnuka and Dakota to (he Bishop^ 

elect of Pittsburgh. 

Chicago, NoTember 16th, 1865. 

My Dear JTer/bo^,— Tour loving and kind letter reached me 
to-day Jost as Swope's telegram was handed me announcing 
your election as Bishop of the new Pennsylvania Diocese. 

I thank you from my heart for your truly sympathetic mes- 
sage of love and interest. I wish you could have heen here 
yesterday.' You will, no douht, see an account of it all. 
My heart is too full to say much. Not one of the three hun« 
dred letters of sympathy and affection that I have received 
Bince my election has given me more delight and gratification 
than yours. I wish indeed that I were worthy of your confi- 
dence and attachment. 

And now as to yourself. May God the Holy Ghost direct 
and guide you I I am sure you will decide rightly, and I am 
sure you will decide for the Church's good. There is no man 
in the American Church that I would rather see in the 
Episcopate, and none tliat I believe would more worthily fill 
that high and holy office. If I had heen in the Pittsburgh 
Convention, I should have gone hand-in-hand with Swope. I 
have no time to say more than that I devoutly pray that 
you will feel it to be your duty to accept. Very truly and 
afitectionately your friend and brother, 

B. H. Clabkson. 

The Eev. Dr. Patsmore to the Biahop-elect of Pittsburgh* 

New Year's Day, 1866. 

My Dear Friend^ — ^I have just returned this afternoon from 
my parish at Elkhom, and take a littie while this evening to 

> [At his conBecration.] 
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send a New Year's answer to your very kind letter written 
on Christmas night. When I was last in Chicago Bishop 
Clarkson and myself agreed to go on together to your conse- 
cration at Pittsburgh. Such is still our intention, and I 
sincerely hope that nothing may occur to hinder it. The 
Providence of God has so joined us in the past that I could 
not willingly be absent at the time of your consecration to 
the Episcopate. I feel sure that you ought to accept it. The 
kind appeal of the Bishop and clergy of Connecticut must 
have been very gratifying to you. But your decision was 
right to go where your educational experience might be 
applied to a wider circle. The revival, too, of dear old ^t, i>ear ctd 8L 
James's is an item of no small importance. For that end 
you can now co-operate with Bishop Whittingham, and 
gladden the good man's heart by restoring that which he 
grieved over in such heartbroken language in his last annual 
address. You have had, and you shall still have, the prayers 
of myself and household for the divine blessing on your new 
work. It is a glorious field that lies before you in Western 
Pennsylvania. How strange that the spot where Bishop -^- ^Bowman. 
Bowman fell should lie within your jurisdiction 1 We little 
thought of this turn of things when you and I sat together in 
old Christ Church on the day of his consecration. Well, it is 
a strange world this— joy and sorrow forever chasing each 
other and mixing and mingling up so wonderfully. The very 
look of the date at the heading of my letter carries me back 
ten years to our year of trouble and of sickness at the 
College — to my sad season of sorrow and bereavement. I 
suppose that neither of us will ever forget the year 1856. 
The past decade has been a time of sore trial and discipline 
for both of us. For you and yours I trust that the next ten 
years will be happier and brighter*. We all wish you a happy 
New Year. 

Your new duties will be difficult and trying, but, performed 
as I am sure they will be, you will have unspeakable pleasure 
in the results that you will see accomplished. Mrs. P. says 
she wishes she too could go to Pittsburgh, if it were only once 
more to see Mrs. K. X am glad to hear that Bishop Whitting* 
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ham k to be present. I received from him a few days ago, in 
hia familiar bandwritiog, a copy of his new Church Hymnal. 
There 48 yery much to attract one to Bishop Kemper, but I 
can h^dly transfer, even to him, the mingled feeling of 

BUkopWhu-teiecenc^ and love that binds me to Bishop Whittingham. 

'*"'*'"^ Mrs. P. and the children are all well, and those who are old 

enough join in kindest greetings to yon all. Willie is, I 

trust, as good a boy as he used to be. He is advancing 

in his studies as rapidly as his health allows him. Heber is 

now only one year behind him. Pitts and Ughtner spent 

last Tuesday evening with us, and we had an old-fashioned 

St. James's tea-party. Again wishing you a happy New 

Tear, and with sincere prayers that you may have Grod's 

blessing on you now and always, I am faithfully and truly 

your afl'ectionate friend, 

J. C. P. 



deJSS^Sr^ Dr. Muhlenberg's presence at the approaching con- 
pretent. secration was earnestly desired — more, perhaps, than 

that of any other man, with the possible exception of 
Bishop Whittingham. But the long journey at that 
season of the year was too much for him. Moreover, 
the good Doctor, with all his love for Kerfoot, felt 
somewhat out of sympathy in Church matters with 
many of the bishops and others who were about to 
assemble in Pittsburgh. He made the following 
characteristic reply to Dr. Kerfoot's entreaty that he 
would be present, which, of course, is not to be taken 
aujpied de la leitre:^ 



•Dr. Kerfoot, of course, per- 
fectly understood Dr. Muhlen- 
berg. Those who can read be- 
tween the lines will know why 
the Doctor felt so sorely and had 
such heaviness of heart as he 
wrote. The following quotation 
flrom the Memoir of Miss Ayres 



will sufficiently explain the 
matter: 

<' In the year 1865 he published 
a pamphlet in answer to Bishop 
Potter^s Pastoral, making serious 
charges against himself and some 
brother clergymen fbr practising 
what were deemed canonical Ir- 
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The Bev. Br, Muhlenberg to the Bishop-eleet of PiUshurgh* 

St. Luke's Hospital, December, 1865. 

My Bear John^ — I am glad you did not put off a decision 
which could never have been otherwise, and I am happy to be 
corrected in what I said about Bishop Whittiugham.* 

You ask me to be present at your consecration. With all 
the love I bear you, I can hardly think of undertaking such 
a journey in midwinter, with my stay-at-home habits. 

On one condition, however, I might. If, when you take 
that oath of conformity to the doctrine, discipline, etc., of the 
P. £. Church which in a narrow, sectistic spmt is made the 
first act in the consecration office: (your consecrators will 
have nothing to do with you until you have sworn to be an 
out-and-out Episcopalian ; you may bo sound in the Catholic 
faith, and in all evangelical doctrine ; you may be qualified 
for your apostolical functions, but you shall not exercise 
them, you shall be no apostle, until you obligate yourself in 
the most solemn language which can be uttered that you will 
adhere to a certain ritual and discipline, for the most part 
confessedly of human origin and authority. If such a promise 
be necessary, it might be made with some grace after all the 
othera, as an accidental, not an essential; or at least a 
secondary, not a primary, requirement. It is a most extra- 
ordinary opemng of an inauguration of a Peter, Paul or 



regularities, the preaching in 
Dr. Adamg^s church on Good 
Friday being one of them; and 
iendhig the Church of the Holy 
Commanion to the Kev. Dr. 
Schaff for a German service, the 
other. Dr. Mnhlenberg felt that 
there was an unfairness in the 
allnslon of the Pastoral to this 
last particular, under the circum- 
stances through which Dr.SchafTs 
use of the church came to pass; 
and an injustice also in the ob- 
jection made to it, in the face of 



the liberty allowed about the 
same time in Trinity Chapel, of 
the celebration of the Holy Com- 
munion in the Greek tongue alter 
the formulas of the Russian 
Church."— it/j and Work of Dr, 
Muhlenberg^ 'p.dfib. See also i6i(l., 
pp. 864, S66, 867, etc. 

ifThat Bishop Whittittgfaam 
would prefer that Dr. Kerfoot 
should not accept the see of Pitts- 
burgh. See Dr. Muhlenberg's 
former letter, p. 4(H.] 
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John ; 80 little and contracted compared with what follows 
in that tmly apostolical office).— To return to what I hegan 
The p. E, c. to say : if, when you take the P. E. C. oath, yon will make 
^^^'^ an audihle reservation in words to this effect : ^^ So long as I 

shall helleve that there is nothing in the same hindering my 
liberty and duty as a bishop in the Universal Church of 
Christ,'^ I should certainly make an effort to come and 
witness such an advance towards Catholic liberty In the 
Episcopate I 

You would then be open to liberal arguments and con- 
siderations against which you will feel yourself canon- 
bound. Of course you will do no such thing. You mean 
to be a P. E. C. bishop— nothing more ; you mean to 
be the ecclesiastic of the peculiar type which you now are f 
you will make no proviso for any possible future enlighten- 
ment ; you will fancy yourself a Catholic bishop, while you 
ignore hundreds of ministers around you sound in the 
Catholic faith and true preachers of the Lord Jesus Christ, 
You will treat them as bearing no commission (although they 
show every sign of one from the Holy Ghost) ; yet, should 
they ask commission at your hands, you will refuse it, unless 
they vow like you to a compliance with institutions and 
practices not pretended to be divine. You will grant authority 
to preach the everlasting Gospel only on very peculiar eccle- 
siastical conditions For that I am sorry; yet I am 

thankful for your promotion. I believe, as I said in my last, 

you will be a good shepherd of the flock committed to your 

'' 7%0 nuw^ 6^ care. I think you will be the most Gospel bishop of all 

S^?^/"^ your High Church brethren in the house. I will trust your 

Churfihith' heart to get the better of your logic. I will fain hope— at 

least pray — that as time goes on your Episcopate will be a 

centre of unity in Western Pennsylvania — not tliat barrier to 

unity which most of our bishops now are. Write yourself, 

when you really are, Bishop of Pittsburgh, Liberavi animam 

meam! 

I will be with you in spirit, D. F., on St. Paul's Day, as 
heartily as any of the brethren then around you. While they 
robe you I will do at least as much in praying the Great 
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High Priest to array you in His owa garments of righteous- 
ness now and of glory hereafter. My Veni Creator shall be 
as sincere as theirs for your anointing with the sevenfold 
gifts of the Spirit. Lovingly yours, 

W. A. MUHLENBEBQ. 

If I can hunt up a copy of my Exposition of the Memorial, 

1 will send it to you, asking you to read it again, particularly 
the article on Episcopal freedom towards the end. [See ante^ 
p. 143.] 

DiABY, 1865. 

Saturday, April 15. — ^Fearful news of our noble President's 
assassuiatioa last night and death this morning. We heard 
it in this house at 8 a. m. The feeling is intense indignation, 
grief, horror. I hesitated about going off as planned, but I 
went at 12.50 to Boston. Welcome at Dr. Shattuck's. 

Easter Sunday, April 16. — ^In Boston. I recalled as little 
as might be of former Easters in the dear old home and 
chapely and of those four little graves, always this day 
covered with flowers. Love can fly there! Christ risen is 
everywhere. At 11 a. m., at the Church of the Advent, I 
preached, " Because I live, ye shall live also." Afternoon, 
at Dr. Huntington's church. Evening, I read service and 
preached (extempore) at Mr. Robinson's Sailor Mission 
Charch. 

Monday, 17. — At Boston Latin School from 9 to 11. 11 
a. m., communed at the Church of the Advent. 12, out with 
Dr. Shattuck to visit President Hill, of Harvard University. 

2 p. m., at great meeting in Faneuil Hall on President Lin- 
coln's death. Hearts stirred everywhere, and nearly every 
house draped. .... 

Tuesday, 18. — ^Went with Dr. Shattuck to Concord, St. 
Paul's School. Walked to St. P."'s from railroad depot and 
met most warm welcome from my dear Joseph Colt and his 
brother. Dr. H. A. Colt. Pleasant evening. 

Wednesday, 19. — President Lincoln's funeral-day at Wash- 
ington and all through the land. Dr. S. and I walked in 
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with the school to the church in Concord, and there I made 
an address after Dr. Eames's address. At ^9 a. m., Icmg, 
nice talk with J. H. C. Afternoon, came to Bosten with 
Dr. 8. and had long talk with Dr. Eliot, my predecessor at 
Trinity. 

Thursday, April 20.— Left Boston 8 a. m. ; to Framingham ; 
there Mr. Burnett met me ; • • • • thence to Soothboro ; ex- 
amined school-buildings and church, etc. ; Tery nice. At 
Mr. B.'s. Bev. Dr. Randall, Bev. Mr. Conrerse, Mr. Hjoyey 
and self were trustees present (out of nine) of St. MaiiL's 
School. Business till 11 p. m. 

Friday, April 21.~Beached Hartford by noon ; bad head- 
ache till late that evening. (Sereral bushiess letters at 
night, about the new St. Mark's school, etc.) 

Sunday, April 23. — 8.30 a. m., chapel service ; 10*45 »• m., 
St. John's. Bishop Williams preached and achninistered 
Confirmation. Holy Communion. 1.45 p. m., services at 
hospital ; 4.30 p. m., College chapel. Frof. Mallory read 
pmyers. I read lessons and preached (I. Sam. xii. 12} to a 
very heedful congregation [on the assassination of President 
Lincoln : afterwards published in the Cal€ndar\ ; 7.30 p. m., 
at Trinity Church* Prof. M« read prayers and I preached 
extemp. sermon on I. Cor. xv. 35. Oppressive headache till 
3 p. m., then well ; a busy, useful day. 

Fresideni Kerfoot to the Bishop of Maryland. 

Hartford, Conn., May 27, 1865* 

My Very Dear Bishop^— 1 find your note here on my return 
this evening from a second visit to Concord, where, on 
Ascension Day, dear H. was ordained. • • . • 

Abel went with me to Concord to visit his old home and 
friends there, and to spend a fortnight with them. He 
enjoyed the journey, and the bright festival, with its beauti- 
ful and thrilling services (Ordination and Confirmation), and 
the society of former fellow-tutors there. But he was taken 

sick in the night This came like a heavy blow to me, 

for I had hoped, almost counted, on his being quite well. • • • • 
I left him bright and well this mornmg. 
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The visit to St. Faurs was most deliglitftil— so like getting 
to my old, dear Church and College home and chapel. To 
my surprise and delight I met Dr. Mahlenbeig and Mr. Swift 
in the cars as I entered them here at Hartford on Wednesday, 
on theb* way tiiere. Dr. M. and Henry Coit, Joseph Coit, 
Hall Harrison, Abel and myself, and Hillhouse Bnel and 
Clover (wlio came there, hearing of my visit)^ n^e so many 
old St. James's friends that I felt I was almost in the old 
piece. Then the chapel and its services were so real, so 
home^like. • . • . O dear St. James's I how real and sure its 
work I And no one, specially not my own College sons there, 
left me unweleomed or uncheered. Bishop Chase was very 

cordial Dr. M. stays there over Sunday, and visits me 

here oa his way back. We all talked much, lovingly, as we 
well might, of you and Maryland. My love to your home. 
Ever, my own dear Bishop, your loving son» J. B. K. 

Wednesday, June 14. — [Diocesan Convention in New 
Haven.] I was (unexpectedly to myself) chosen delegate to 
General Convention— the only new delegate chosen ; a proof 
of good-will to Trinity College and to its new president 
which he feels to be cordial and comfortable. 

Wednesday, June 28. — Trustees' Meeting, 10 o'clock. In- 
auguration at 3.30, Clirist Church. Yery earnest and satis- 
factory occasion ; every assurance to me of support and 
confidence. Evening, reception [at President Kerfoot's] ; 
house thronged; all went well. Wife and Abel very sick. 
Up till 2 a. m. making out my memoranda, etc., for to« 
morrow. 

Thursday, June 29. — Commencement Day» All went off 
very well. 

Saturday, Nov. 11. — Wrote sermon: "It is God that 
Justifieth," etc. This day twenty- two years ago I was 
wrecked on the Sheffield (Nov. 11, 1843). God then merci- 
fully saved my life, and since has sustained me. May His 
favor, now so marked, make me very humble and grateful 1 
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Sunday, Not. 12. • • • Wrote to Right Bey. Dr. Clarkson, 
Mifisionary Bisliop of Nebraska, to be conaecrated next 
Wednesday in bis cborch in Chicago. God bless my old 
disciple ! 

Thursday, Not. 16* — ^Visited the hospital with Miss Welsh 
and A. Dined at 6 o'clock at Mr. Holland's with Mr. 
Fulford (son of Bishop of Montreal) ; came home at 8 p. m. 
and found two telegrams, one from Bct. Mr. Bwopiis, the other 
from Mr. J. Schoenberger and BeT. J. P. Taylor, announcing 
my election to-day as Bishop of Pittsburglu I haTe one 
sincere wish and prayer that God will decide this question of 
my duty solely for His glory and His Church's greatest good. 
May He help and saTe me ! 

Friday, Not. 17.— Visit from Bishop Williams, and long 
conTersation. Pittsburgh election. 

Saturday, Not. 18.— Second long conTersation on Pitts- 
burgh election with Bishop Williams. Went to Middletown 
at 3.30 p. m. 

Sunday, Not. 19. — ^Very seTcre sick headache all day till 4 
or 5 p. m. Could do no work. In the CTening preached on 
Moses ^ in the DlTinity School chapel. 

Friday, Not. 24. — At 9.15 p. m. came Bcts. C. E. Swope 
and S. Fuller and Mr. J. H. Schoenberger as the Committee 
of the ConTention of Diocese of Pittsburgh ; with me three 
hours God's will becoming Tery clear. 

Saturday, Not. 25. — ^Mr. Swope with me at 11 o'clock. 
Messrs. F. and S. from 1 till 5. Mr. Swope again at 8 to II 
p. m. More and more clear. After prayer with them at 
4.30 I said I would go if Bishop Williams would, on their 
representations, say yes, I felt clear and sure of my Master's 
will. A strong and remarkable letter came while they were 
here from Bishop Whittingham, and one from Dr. Muhlen- 
berg in the CTening ; both Tery strong for my going. I am 
happy and grateful for such clear signs of God's holy will, 
through Christ. 

Sunday, Not. 26. — 8.30 a. m., went to Holy Communion 
as St. John's. 10.30, my son, Rct. C. E. Swope, preached 
nobly. 1.30, Hospital : Rothe, a German — a communicant — 
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dyiDg. He blessed and thanked me. Such blessings from 
dying believers very precious. 

Thursday, Nov. 30. — Went to Middletown and had full 
conference with Bishop Williams. He said my duty was 
clear* At 9 p. m. I wrote my acceptance of the solemn call 
to the Bishopric of the Diocese of Pittsburgh, in hope and 
trust in God through Jesus Christ. Amen! Wrote to 
Bishops Whittingham and Coxe, and Dr. Muhlenberg and M. 

Tuesday, Dec. 19. — Window-pane in College chapel broken 
last night and anvff thrown into the chancel. Failed to make 
disturbance, for it was not perceived till after service. At 
evening prayer I gave plain talk. 

Wednesday, Dec. 20.— Talk with Bishop Williams after 
chapel about the president's office and powers. 

Monday, Dec. 25. — Christmas Day. All well and cheerful ; 
dear wife able to go to St. John's Church and Communion ; 
all of us there together. Mr. Doane made an admirable 
address. . • . « 

Thank God for His love in His Son, and to my own dear 
home, and for His good-will in opening to me so great and 
blessed a work! I feel to-day that I sorely miss my priestly 
office and work on such a festival. 

Sunday, Dec. 31. — . . . . Bead Bishop Andrewes's Vllth 
Sermon on the Nativity. The year draws near its close. It 
has been full of mercies ; has had some grave trials, especially 
the sicknesses of dear wife and son. These are my sore 
trials, and I fear— I know — ^I have not always viewed them 
and borne them In the right spirit of patient submission. I 
might well trust God, my Father, for His marked favors are 
very many and great. 

In tlie College I have had real tasks of patience ; but the 
result, as a whole, has been great gain and advance, inters 
nally, to the College. 

. • • • The great mercy to me and mine of wonderful 
regard and good-will from all these kind people. Bishop, 
clergy, and all here. God bless them for it ! ... • 

But my chiefest mark of His mercy and, I hope. His 
approval is my call, unsought by me, to the holy and blessed 
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work of Hit highMt earthly ministry. Tliia opent to me a 
life and work in which I hope, and by His grace resolve, to 
work for him and His Son's holy cause earnestly and 
honestly. I humbly thank Him and give myself to Him 
with my whole heart. May He help me ! May my family 
have snch health as to keep my mind from harassing anxiety ! 
I foresee the likelUiood of many anxious days from them, 
wlule my duties take me from home* But He can keep them 
well, and He can and He will keep me in heart and hope. 
Tliis difficulty was my chief one in seeing my way clew to 
accept such a work. But I felt I ought not to keep myself 
back because of that fear, nor any private interest. I think 
I can provide for their needs. .... 

And now, O Lord! pardon all my many sms. Supply my 
many deficiencies. Let not Thy Church, nxx Thy people, 

suffer through me Bless the Diocese of Pittsburgh, 

my great charge from Thee Pour out Thy graces on its 

Bishop-elect, its clergy, churches and people ; and make us 
fruitliil to Thy honor and glory, through Christ our Head and 
Saviour, Amen. (U o'clock p. m., 1865.) 

J. B. KSBFOOT. 



CHAPTER XV. 

1866. 

OONBEOEATION. — BEV. DB. NOEMAn's GENEBAL EEVIEW 
OF BISHOP KEBFOOT's EPISCOPATE. 

The consecration of Dr. Kerfoot took place on 
Thursday, January 25, the festival of the conversion 
of St. Paul, in Trinity Church, Pittsburgh, of which 
the Presiding Bishop had, many years before (1831), 
been rector. The consecration of a bishop, always 
one of the most imposing of the Church's offices, 
was an entirely new thing in Western Pennsyl- 
vania. The natural curiosity to see their new bishop, 
heightened in this case by the general approval from 
one end of the country to the other (with the single 
exception of a small faction of the extreme Low- 
Church party in Pennsylvania), led to the assembling 
of a great congregation, many being unable to obtain 
even standing-room in the building. The arrange- 
ments were admirable, and although since then there 
may have been consecrations more imposing in their 
circnmBtances, none had as yet occnrred more impress- 
ive, and probably few, if any, have exceeded this one 
in interest and solemnity. 

" The interior of the church was but little different 
in appearance from what it usually is. The only 
decoration was the green trimming placed within it 
on the occasion of the celebration of Christmas Day, 
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with tho addition of a beautiful display of flowers in 
the baptismal font, on the desk, and Communion Table. 
Ko other ornamentation or display was attempted, as 
it was wisely believed that the impressiveness and 
grandeur of the ceremony could not be heightened by 
exterior effect or demonstration. Long before the 
hour fixed for the ceremony, the pews, the aisles, 
galleries, passages and doorways were densely packed, 
while many more, unable to gain admission, were 
compelled to go away."* 
Bishop vfAu- Several disappointments had occurred in securing 
dina to the attendance of particular bishops. Bishop Whit- 
tingham, though able to be present, was obliged to 
decline to be preacher. At the last moment the duty 
was kindly undertaken by Bishop Ooxe, of Western 
New York, whose admirable sermon, charged with the 
deepest feelings of a long friendship, was of unusual 
interest, and left nothing to be desired. Indeed, next 
to Whittingham, he was the bishop whom, for many 
reasons, all would have named as the proper preacher 
at Dr. Kerfoot's consecration. Bishop Whittingham 
gave his reasons for declining to preach in the follow- 
ing affectionate letter: 

The Bishop of Maryland to the Bishop-elect of Pittsburgh. 

Baltimore, Jan. 11, 1866. 

My Own Dear Friend and Brother^ — Your most kind letter 
and its deeply interesting and gratifying inclosures reached 
me as I was crossing the threshold on my way to appoint- 
ments at Annapolis, where I was to do double duty on 
Sunday (one service, at the direct request of the admiral com- 
manding, a Confirmation in the United States Naval School), 

1 From the account in the Episcopal Recorder. 
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and I could not have received anything so thoroughly 
adapted to refresh and strengthen me for my work. I got 
through with it and got home safely, hut five had nights and 
three broken-down days have made me unable to undertake 
answering you till novr. This experience perfectly satisfies 
me that it would be absurd and wrong in me to undertake the 
preach ership on such an occasion as the gathering in Pitts* 
burgh, after the journey which I must take in order to be 
there. Prom the journey alone I shrink with a terror which 
is very strange to me, and yet at the end of it I expect, if it 
so please God, the very highest and truest enjoyment of 
which I believe myself capable. To meet any <me of the 
many whom I expect to meet there, under «ucA circumstances, 
would amply repay any amount of endurable exertion. The 
association with Bishop Williams in the act of presenting 
you will be, if granted me, the culmination of my joy and 
pride and thankfulness. 

You ask me for '* copies of official papers." Two reasons 
hinder : 1. 1 have very few of them in a form for transmission, 
and have no one who could at once make copies for trans- 
mission. 2. I thmk it would be more wise in you to look 
about you a little in your Diocese, and grow easy in your 
work, before finally determining on yom* forms. More than 
one of mine, I think, would have been better, had I pursued 
that course. For your immediate guidance I can fhrnish you 
with (be it worth what it may) my own fonnulary book, 
when we meet at Pittsburgh, D, F., from which you could 
have copies or extracts made at your will. 

You could have no more thorough commendation and result 
of your work in Trinity College than the election of Coit.' I 
think he ought to go, and that we ought to bear patiently and 
thankfully the risk of losing Joseph Coit, even were it for a 
continuance (which I think it would no<be), from St. James's. 

He who has guided and provided will do so still • 

W. G. H.'s letter was a most agreeable surprise to me, 

> [The Rev. U. A. Coit, D. D., had been elected President of Trinity 
€olle e.] 
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for it does seem to open out a prospect of recommencement at 
no very distant day. I find inquiries making, and feeling 
showing itself, in fayor of getting at work again 

For the personnel of the Church there never was better 
promise: congregations large; classes for Confirmation 
numerous, and in laige proportions males ; and no unreadi- 
ness to gite^ but, as yet, want of confidence in each other to 
%Dorh together ; but it will come I 

Kever was the work in Washington going on so well as 
now. The right men seem to be there, and to be working 
well together, too. These things make me hopeful, when 
the time shall come for strongly bringing out again dear old 
8t. James's, of finding men and things not unready. 

Dear Cornelius wrote me fully about hU interest in the 
work, and thorough understanding that it is to ^o on^ €rod 
prospermg us, with all our joint energies enlisted in its 
behalf. .... 

God bless you all ! Your loving 

W. R. Whittingham. 

Bishops Stevens and Odenheimer were ill and could 
not be present, so that the Bishops actually assisting 
were the following (in number seven^ as the Presiding 
Bishop had originally desired): Bishop Hopkins, of 
Yermont, Presiding Bishop, and Bishops Mcllvaine, 
Whittingham, Williams, Coxe, Talbot, and Kerfoot's 
old pupil and dear friend, Clarkson, of Kebraska, 
himself just consecrated a few weeks before. 

The peroration of Bishop Coxe's sermon was pecu- 
liarly appropriate and touching, but want of space 
forbids its being quoted. 

The sermon ended, the Kight Rev. Dr. Whitting- 
ham, of Maryland, and the Right Rev. Dr. Williams, 
of Connecticut, left the chancel, and, standing on 
cither side of the Bishop-elect, presented him, in the 
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appointed form, to the Presiding Bishop, who there- 
upon demanded the testimonials of the Bishop-elect, 
and ordered them to be read. 

The Rev. Anthony Ten Broeck, Secretary of the 
Convention of the Diocese of Pittsburgh, read an 
extract from the jonmal of the Primary Convention, 
showing that Dr, Kerfoot had been properly elected, 
and the testimonials of his election, from which it 
appeared that two-thirds of the clerical and lay 
deputies of the Convention had appended their signa- 
tures. The Bev. Joseph Clarkson Passmore, D. D., 
Professor in Eacine (formerly of St. James's College), 
read the testimonials from the Standing Committees 
of the following Dioceses: Delaware, Wisconsin, 
Indiana, Massachusetts, Ohio, Tennessee, Kentucky, 
Iowa, New York, Missouri, New Jersey, Western New 
York, Maryland, Maine, Minnesota, Ehode Island, 
New Hampshire, Vermont, Mississippi, North Carolina, 
Pennsylvania, Kansas, Illinois and Georgia. The 
Bev. Henry Edwards, of Hagerstown, Maryland, read 
the consent of the following Bishops : Hopkins, of 
Vermont ; Smith, of Kentucky ; Mcllvaine, of Ohio ; 
Kemper, of Wisconsin ; Whittingham, of Maryland ; 
Elliott, of Georgia ; Lee, of Delaware ; Chase, of New 
Hampshire; Upfold, of Indiana; Green, of Missis- 
sippi ; Williams, of Connecticut ; Scott, of Oregon 
and Washington ; Lee, of Iowa ; Clark, of Rhode 
Island; Odenheimer, of New Jersey; Bedell, of Ohio 
(Assistant); Stevens, of Pennsylvania; Talbot, of 
Indiana (Assistant) ; Coxe, of Western New York ; 
Quintard, of Tennessee, and Clarkson, of Nebraska. 

The remainder of the solemn service was thus 
described by the correspondent of the Episcopal 
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Recorder^ which, as it bo graphically rccordg the 
impressionfl of the hour, is thought worthy of iDsertion 
in the pages of this memoir : 

Being required by the Presiding Bishop, Dr. Kerfoot 
advanced, and in a firm, clear voice gave his ^' promise of 
conformity to the doctrine, discipline and worship of the 
Protestant Episcopal Church " ; after which the Presiding 
Bishop pronounced the sentence requiring the congregation 
to engage in prayer before the admission of the Bishop-elect 
to the work of his office. The Litany and the prayer for the 
Bishop-elect were then read by the Right Bey. Bishop 
Williams, at the conclusion of which the Bight Reverend, the 
Presiding Bishop, sitting in his chair, propounded the ques- 
tions set forth in the Ordinal, to which the proper answers 
were made by Dr. Kerfoot. The Presiding Bishop, standing 
up, then read the prayer that God would give the Bishop- 
elect strength to perform all the things he had promised to do. 
The Rev. Dr. Page and the Rev. Mr. Swope then put the 
rest of the Episcopal habit on Dr. Kerfoot, who then knelt 
down. The Yeniy Creator Spiritua was sung over him in 
alternate lines by Bishop Hopkins and the choir, com- 



mencmg : 



Come, Holy Ghost, our sonls inspire, 
And lighten with celestial fire ; 
Thou the anointing Spirit art, 
Who dost Thy soTenfold gifts impart. 

That ended, the Presiding Bishop said : 

Lord, hear onr prayer. 

Which was answered by the congregation : 

And. let our cry come unto Thee. 

The prayer for the outpouring of the Holy Ghost was read 
by the Presiding Bishop, and was followed by the most 
sublune and impressive part of the ceremony — ^the laying on 
of hands, tlie Presiding Bishop saying: ''Receive the Holy 
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Ghost for the office and work of a bishop in the Church of 
God, now committed unto thee by the imposition of our 
hands ; in the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the 
Holy Ghost. Amen, And remember that thou stir up the 
grace of God, which is given thee by this imposition of our 
hands, for God hath not given us the spirit of fear, but of 
power, and love, and soberness." The Holy Bible was then 
given by the Presiding Bishop with the usual exhortation, 
and the ceremony was ended. 

The iiight Bev. Bishop Hopkins then proceeded in the 
Communion service, and with him the newly-consecrated 
Bishop, the Eight Bev* Dr. Kerfoot, and a large number of 
clergy and laity communicated. The Communion hymn was 
the 94th.' The final Collect was read and the Apostolic 
Benediction pronounced by the Presiding Bishop. 

At the conclusion of the ceremony there was an 
affecting and somewhat nnnsual incident. When 
Bishop Whittingham rose from his knees, overcome 
with the impulse of his warm heart, he almost rushed 
forward to his old friend and disciple, just consecrated, 
folded him in his arms and kissed him. Bishops Coxe 
and Williams then approached and bade him God- 
speed in like manner, and they were followed, one 
after another, by all the bishops present, concluding 
with the venerable Bishop Hopkins, who, like the rest, 
gave his new brother the kiss of peace. 

No sooner was the consecration concluded than Dr. Begins huj^fis- 
Kerfoot threw himself into his new work as bishop, *'^^'^^*' 
beginning the usual ronnd of services, which he con- 
tinued through the year (often when prudence really 
demanded rest) until actual illness compelled a short 
cessation. His first official act as bishop was to re^ 

1 [" My God! and is Thy table spread," etc.] 
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oeive formallj from the Bishop of Maryland hie own 
8on, Abel Anderson Kerfoot, as a candidate for Holy 
Orders. On the night of January 25th the new bishop 
presided at a missionary and prayer-book meeting 
and delivered an address, Bishop Coxe also making one 
of his brilliant and electric speeches. On the following 
Tuesday, January 30th, he consecrated Trinity Church, 
New Castle (Kev. B. B. Killikelly, D. D., rector), and 
in the evening, at the same church, he held his first 
Confirmation. The Diocese, being a new one, re- 
quired building up, and the bishop, whenever he 
could do BO, was in the habit of spending several days 
in feeble parishes. He would pay visits, make friends 
with the laity, and endeavor to strengthen the rector^s 
ha/nda and stir up an interest in religion and in the 
planting of the Church in the community. Often he 
held services in towns and hamlets where no Church 
clergyman had ever been seen, and thus started the 
first organization of parishes. He allowed himself 
but little rest, and was not only punctual and exact in 
his business and appointments, but he wrote numerous 
letters to clergymen and laymen who asked his 
advice on Church questions, and entered into much 
correspondence designed to aid various branches of 
Church work in and out of the Diocese. As he was 
still engaged to perform some duties at Trinity College, 
his family did not for some months remove to Pitts- 
burgh, and Bishop Kerfoot spent a few weeks in 
mrS^d, February and March in his home in Hartford. There 
his wife was taken alarmingly ill on the night of 
February 28, and for many days his diary is full of 
entries showing under what a strain of anxiety his 
affectionate heart was kept. Even these days were, 




1886.] FIRST TEAR OF THE EPISCOPATE. 



however, fall of work, and much correspondence 
growing out of his new position was attended to. 
The record for Sunday, March 18, is as follows: 

8.30. College chapel ; at home with wife ; she was quite 
sick to-day. 1.45, Hospital [to see the old patients to whom 
he had ministered during the past year]. 4.30, College 
chapel ; I preached (Esau and Jacob). 7.30, Christ Church ; 
preached (Heb. ix. 13 and 14). 

After this fiiU day, the entry for the next day is : 

Wife very sick—- ill — ^last night; all night and much of 
to-day. 

Bj Wednesday there was great improyeroent in 
Mrs. Kerfoot's health, though the bishop was still 
necessarily anxious : 

Thursday, March 22. — ^To leave home at 1 o'clock for 
three weeks. O God ! care for my dear wife and dear children! 

The consequence of this incessant toil, coupled with Breaks omn in 
so much anxiety, and possibly some fever — the result 
of his labors in the military hospitals in Maryland — 
wt^s at length a sudden and complete breakdown. 

Easter Tuesday, April 3, 1866. Board of Diocesan Mis- 
sions, 10 a. m. Trinity Church, full service of the day ; I, 
the ante-Communion. Board met 10.45 till 1.30. Day very 
warm. I felt very weak and bewildered last half hour. 
Then went to Allegheny City to visit 6. W. Holdship [an old 
St. James's pupil who was ill]. Very weak. Home to Mr. ' 
Schoenberger's ; Mr. and Mrs. S. just come home. I broke 
down utterly ; body feeble, mind and memory confused. Had 
to stop work, Bev. Mr. Fuller wrote and telegraphed to 
Meadville that I could not come. Sad check to me. 
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Wednesday, AprU 4. — ^Yery weak, but better. Letter to 
wife. Some symptoms made Dr. F. and myself think of 
paralysis. Thank God, nci this! Nervous prostration from 
hospital fever, hot weather, overwork. 

By April 16 be is much better and begins te attend 
to correspondence, but from April 25th to December 
Sl&t his private diary is an entire blank, the official 
record of Episcopal acts being as much as he could 
^r«<6\m«m*gnd time to enter in his books. His first Diocesan 
Convention assembled in Pittsburgh on the 16th of 
May, and the bishop made a great effort to attend 
and conduct it. It was, however, more than he could 
safely do, and deeply did he regret his inability to go 
through with it, as he had hoped and expected to do. 

Wednesday, May 16. — At meeting of Diocesan Board of 
Missions, in Sunday-school room of Trinity Church, Pitts- 
burgh, 10.30 a. m. to 1.30 p. m., 3 p. m. to 4.30 p. m. At 5 
p. m. opened Diocesan Convention with prayers, and presided 
till adjournment, 6.30 p. m. 8 p. m., presided at Diocesan 
Missionary Meeting at St. Andrew's Church till 10 p. m. 
Tery weary ^ exhausted and nek thai night, 

Thursday, May 17. — Convention met at 10 a. m. I was 
absent from sickness. 3 p. m., read my Episcopal address 
to the Convention. 8 p. m., Prayer-Book Meeting in Trinity 
Church, from which I had to be absent. 

Friday, May 18.— In Convention, not presiding. P. m., 2 
to 5, in Convention and presiding; at 5 closed the Con- 
vention with address and prayers. 

sp. Bwoman. The following tribute to his old friend, pastor and 
patron. Bishop Bowman, is an extract from his address 
to his first Convention : 

In naming with reverence and aflfection Bishops Alonzo 
Potter and Stevens, my own heart urges, what your hearts, I 
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know, will ask, my naming with very loving affection your 
father and mine, Samuel Bowman. Many of my own earliest 
reminiscences are of his personal and pastoral kindness. 
Few men in any part of the Church have equalled him in that 
calm dignity, that wise judgment, that earnest and ever- 
growing self-devotion, and that deep sympathy with his 
brethren and flock, which made Bishop Bowman revered and 
loved all through his ministry, and, in his brief Episcopate, 
gave him the full affection and obedience of his whole Diocese. 
Here, where he lay down to his rest by one of our roadsides, 
no memory is more honored and loved among us. His heart 
was largely given to the Church in this western part of the 
State ; so it was, in good men's view, not without interest and 
significance that his latest labors were among you. His monu- 
ments will be found in not a few places among us. The spot 
where he met his Lord's call I passed in one of my own 
earliest journeys. The prayer with which I had entered on 
this great duty among you was earnestly repeated as I 
looked on that expressive memorial — ^that the grace given to 
this beloved pastor and teacher of my own earlier days 
might, in some good measure, rest on me and my work 
among you. May his wisdom, his high principle, his firm- 
ness, his gentleness, his loving sympathy with his brethren 
and fiock, and his supreme devotion to his Lord's work, be 
long remembered and copied among us all here who enter 
into his labors ! 

The retrospect of this trying year, 1866, the first 
year of his Episcopate, shall be given in his own 
words: 

Monday, Dec. 31.— The last entry, Monday, April 24, ^^1 ^^oiewofthe 
made at the time, was written in a week of much anxiety and y^r, 
great care and toil. The records of the time since then might 
be made out from ofiQcial entries. There are other facts, 
which have not been put down ; this book was not at hand : 
some cares need no such record for their remembrance by me. 

The year has been one vast in moment to me, though no 
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year's records have been so broken in these jouinals. My 
consecration to the office of a bishop was a great mercy. It 
has brought me more cheering duties and greater variety in 
a year when the more carking cares of the College life of 
1864-65 would have been, in a sedentary life, foil of home 
anxieties, more than I could have borne. My health is 
better now than a year ago, though I am not always strong. 
Outdoor work cheers me and builds me up. At home ill- 
health in my family has made 1866 a trying year. Grod's 
mercy has carried me through. He has blessed my work ; in 
it I am happy. I do not look for much brightening, tempo- 
rally, in my home-health, etc., but I pray not to repine. 
Other rods heavier and keener might fall ; and, still more, the 
loving Spirit might be Justly grieved ! I would not grieve 
Him ! May His grace keep me from this ! 

I have worked diligently, honestly and, I hope, lovingly. 
So I wish and mean to do. I preach the truth— all of it — as 
faithfully as I can — with good efi'ect, I am comforted to know. 

• • • . My brethren, cleric and lay, are kind to me 

Christmas was a very happy day. God cheered us. May He 
pardon all past sins of all past years ! . . . • 10.30 p. m., 
Dec. 31, 1866. 

J. S. K. 



As it is by no means possible to give in this volume 
a history of the Diocese of Pittsburgh, or to follow 
Bishop Kerfoot in his unwearied round of visitations, 
this seems to be a convenient place to say something 
of his mode of work, and to mention some results of 
his Episcopate. For this purpose use will be made of 
/>. ivorroanv a paper kindly famished by the Rev. J. P. Norman, 
retrospect ^ jy ^ which Contains information that could not 

easily be acquired by one not resident in the Diocese. 
Some of the paragraphs would, indeed, come more 
appropriately towards the close of the volume, but it 
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is, on the whole, better to present Dr. Norman's 
interesting sketch without break and in his own 
well-chosen language : 

The Diocese over which the bishop was called to preside 
includes some twenty-four counties in its territorial limits. 
At the time of his consecration it was almost entirely a 
missionary field, with some 1200 communicants in a popula- 
tion of about 700,000, and but few self-supporting parishes ; 
just a sufficient number to be able to comply with the consti- 
tutional provision then in force in the division of a diocese. 

The modes of travel even ten or twelve years ago were 
much less rapid and easy than now, with a network of rail- 
roads penetrating every part of the Diocese and reaching 
almost every parish, and when the bishop first began his 
visitations, many of the points to be visited had to be reached 
by coach or private conveyance. The discomforts of some of 
these journeys — exposure to a constantly-changing climate, 
chilly chambers, damp beds, and living on badly-cooked food 
for days together — serve to show in some measure the trials 
of a bishop in a field essentially missionary in its character. 

This portion of the State was also the stronghold o^pr^fudices 
Presbyterianism— the keep of the castle of John Knox and ^^^rchf^ 
his disciples — the Scotch-Presby terian population outweighing 
all others in numbers, wealth and influence ; and one of the 
trials the bishop met with in his work was their strong 
dislike to anything that savored of prelacy and ritual — to 
them certain proofs of the relics of popery. This feeling is 
much less pronounced now than fifteen or twenty years ago ; 
and to the bishop^s temperate zeal, wise, prudent and 
charitable spirit, this change is largely due. With energy 
and faithful devotion he gave himself to his work, planting 
missions in every part of the Diocese, and in his visits bring- 
ing the Church in her comforting offices and ministrations to 
many families, living in isolated places, who for years had 
not heard the voice of their spiritual mother. In this work 
his labors were cheerfully shared by his clergymen, whom he 
soon inspired with much of his own love and zeal ; and they 
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lightened his burdens by cordial and prompt responses to every 
call for assistance. 

In 1866, the year of his consecration, he began his work 
with a clerical force numbering 33. In two years this num- 
ber had grown to 49 — an increase of fifty per cent., and 
showing how his own example inspired others ; how he suc- 
ceeded in infusing into others his spirit of self-sacrificing 
devotion for his Heavenly Master's cause. He soon had 
gathered about him a body of clergymen thoroughly con- 
genial to him, who gave him unreserved sympathy and love ; 
they worked for and with him, and by their earnestness helped 
to lighten his own labors. His laymen also soon learned to 
love and trust their bishop, and in ready sympathy responded 
with loyalty and liberality in every good work. 

No man with the strong convictions of principle and duty, 
and the pronounced Churchmanship of Bishop Kerfoot, could 
fail to arouse some opposition in the discharge of his office. 
Whenever and wherever this occurred, he was singularly 
fitted to overcome it by gifts of nature and of divine grace. 
In most cases he subdued opposition, when any existed, by 
quietly working on, following lines clearly defined in his own 
mind, keeping his own counsel, and, where differences of 
Churchmanship existed, allowing his acts to speak for him. 
Methods of The more important centres in his Diocese he visited more 
"^'^** than once a year, and never limited his services to single 
visitations . Where duty might not even require it, overflowing 
sympathy with his work prevailed ; and in this way, no doubt, 
a valuable life was too soon worn out which, with less self- 
denying labors, might have been prolonged in its usefulness. 
His ceaseless and, as it might seem at times, needless 
activity can only be explained by his love for the work of 
saving souls. For this he was willing to spend and be spent. 
He always kept up priestly ministrations, and loved to do so, 
and frequently would ask the rector on any of his visitations 
to his parish: "Are there any sick among your people?" 
No matter how much labor his other duties might involve, his 
mvariable rule, as Chief PaMor of the Flock, was to visit the 
sick, the aged and infirm, and make them feel that their 
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bishop cared for them. He carried about him unconsciously 
the marks of his calling. A glance at the man was almost 
sufficient to convince one of his office; and to hear him 
preach or see him minister at the altar would convince one 
that no man ever believed more firmly than he that the 
priesthood was given for the communication of supernatural 
gifts and graces. 

He loved the children very dearly, and particularly XoSUUmfor 
baptize infants. I shall never forget an incident that 
occurred in my own Sunday-school on an occasion when he 
was addressing the children. Among other things, he had 
asked them about baptism — ^how it was done ; and some little 
child having answered him that '^ the minister took the babies 
in his arms and poured some water on their heads,'' he replied 
with glowing countenance that brought the tears to my eyes : 
^^ My dear children, it is not the minister's arm "; and, point- 
ing to his left arm, he continued, ^^ This is not my arm : it is 
God's arm.^^ To visit the hospitals and cheer the sufferers, 
comfort the dying and minister to their consolation, was 
another work that always enlisted his love and sympathy. 
The house of mourning was ever dearer to him than the 
house of joy. 

But some words more I desire to say about some of the 
institutions and enterprises that claimed his attention, and 
under his care became prosperous and popular. Immediately 
after taking charge of his Diocese, the Church Home and the 
Bishop Bowman Institute enlisted his earnest sympathy and 
help ; and this fostering care, together with his long experience 
as an educator, soon gave definite shape and enlarged useful- 
ness to them, and raised them to the rank of Diocesan insti- 
tutions with corporate life. His interest in them never 
flagged, amid the multitude of his other duties, and throughout 
his Episcopate he took much pride and pleasure in their 
success and popularity. 

The Church Home was incorporated under its charter rpj^^ church 
March 28, 1859, and hence existed before his consecration ; -HiiwM. 
but it was weak and struggling, having no certain and sufficient 
pecuniary provision and income. It was at first intended 
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only for aged members of the Gharch, but Its charities were 
soon extended to include the young children also. In its 
early struggles, and to assist in meeting its expenses, a 
number of soldiers' orphans were admitted, and the money 
coming from the Government for their care was no little 
help to the pecuniary resources of the Home at that time. Thus 
Bishop Kerfoot found it, at his first visitation, the second day 
after his consecration, struggling with difficulties — ^an instito- 
tion of the Church, and yet unable to extend any practical 
charity or Church influence. It needed changes, enlaige- 
ment of work and Church training. It was always one of his 
objects of interest. 

He commended it to the liberality of Churchmen, provided 
religious services and instruction for its inmates, enlarged its 
work and influence, and soon succeeded in making it in 
reality, what it had previously been in name, a Chwrck insti- 
tution. One of his last official acts was laying the comer- 
stone of a wing to be added to the building then In use, 
containing a beautifully appointed chapel on the first floor, 
with rooms for aged women of the Church on the second, and 
a well-appointed and furnished infirmary on the third. What 
his influence was in shaping its future prosperity and success, 
may be gathered from a ^^ minute of respect " placed on record 
by the Board of Managers of the Church Home at their first 
meeting after his death : 

While mooming, in common with the Diocese and Church at large, 
the removal from earthly labors of one so Justly loyed and honored, 
we would especially call to mind the deep affection, the earnest co- 
operation, the wise counsel, which indissolubly connect the name of 
the first Bishop of the Diocese of Pittsburgh with this charitable 
work. 

To him, under God, we owe in laige measure the success that has 
crowned our labors, and while those labors shall be continued, and 
while this Home shall open its doors to the homeless, the aged and 
the orphan, it shall be no less our priyilege than our duty to keep 
fresh his memory; endeavoring to honor It, as so we best can, by 
devoting ourselves with renewed energy and zeal to the discharge of our 
duties, making, so far as in us lies, this Home a Church Home indeed, 
providing things necessary for both soul and body ; humbly trusting 
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that when our earthly labors are ended, it may be Bald of us in onr 
Bi>here and station, as It may as trnly be said of onr departed friend 
and father, ** faithful nnto deatli.*' 

Tlie Bishop Botoman Institute he found only a private school, 7%« BUfum 
under Episcopal sanction, indeed, but none the less subject to tSe!^^ "* 
all the risks of such undertakings. With his characteristic 
energy he at once went to work to place it on a different 
footing. He took the necessary steps to make it a duly 
chartered school of the Diocese, and as such it has fully met 
all his hopes, enlarging its work, increasing tlie number of its 
pupils, and continuing to-day the most successful school of 
its kind in the Diocese. It numbers among its scholars not 
only the daughters of Churchmen, but also many that come to 
it from the denominations around us, and it may without 
exaggeration be termed the leading girls' school in Pitts- 
burgh.' 

Tht Cliurch Guild was organized in 1866, the first year of The Church 
Bishop Kerfoot's Episcox)ate, and was designed to meet 
certain needs keenly felt at that time, and to bring Church- 
men together socially and in the unity of interest in a com- 
mon work. It owned its building, and had a well-supplied 
library and reading-room. By the help of generous laymen * 



1 [Bishop Kerfoot seenred, to 
take charge of the Bishop Bow- 
man Institute, his friend the Rey. 
B. J. Coster, of St. James's Col- 
lege, who, aided by his wife, has 
made the Institute the great suc- 
cess which Dr. Norman describes* 

Later on a boys' school, known 
as Trinity HicUly was founded by 
Mr. Smith at Washington, Penn- 
sylvania. BicAiop Kerfoot had 
always been anxious to have a 
good school, to do for the boys 
of the Diocese what the Bishop 
Bowman Institute was doing so 
well for the girls. It was a great 



Joy to him when he succeeded in 
bringing to his Diocese, as the first 
head-master of Trinity Hall, his 
old pupil, the Rev. Samuel Earp, 
Ph. D., who, after a successful 
head-mastership of several years, 
has lately accepted the rectorship 
of St. Andrew's Parish, Ann Ar- 
bor, Michigan. The present head 
of Trinity Hall is another St. 
James's scholar, the Rev. T. D. 
Pitts.] 

«[The Church Guild, which 
proved so very useful, was not 
exactly originated by Bishop Ker- 
foot, but by those laymen who 
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it was so conducted and its corrent expenses so r^nlated as 
not to diminish parochial resources. Its aims were ^'to 
draw brethren together and promote unity of affection and 
action"; ^*to recognize and cherish our own young men, 
and to win others to intelligence, virtue, piety and the 
Church." Its comfortably-furnished and well-supplied 
reading-room was open daily, and during the autumn and 
winter, teachers were supplied and classes formed where 
many young men and women were afforded opportunities of 
instruction who, until then, could obtain no such advantages 
in Pittsburgh. It formed a centre for Churchmen from all 
parts of the Diocese who miglit be called to Pittsburgh ; and, 
as the bishop had an office in the building, they could meet 
Free iHepm- him there any day while he was in the city. A free Disi)ensary 
*"^* was also added to its other works of mercy, where many of 

the poor received skillful treatment and necessary remedies. 
This department rapidly extended its influence and popularity, 
and has in consequence outgrown very largely its first modest 
aims. Having ^^ set its gates wide open " to the relief of 
those who were sufferers through ignorance or poverty, those 
gates have ^^ become praise." The Dispensary has now 
become one of the prominent and noted benevolent institu- 
tions of the Diocese and city of Pittsburgh, owning its large, 
commodious and valuable property, and reaching thousands 
annually with its active charity. The Church Guild, as 
originally designed, no longer exists as a separate centre of 
work, but remains perpetuated in the works of mercy to 
which it gave life and direction. It did its work well, fully 
met all hopes fixed upon it, and served its day in giving rise 
to charities that no longer needed its fostering care, 
^if*^^*^* In all that Bishop Kerfoot attempted one could not but 
observe his ability as an executive officer, and his skill in 
organizing work. Never daunted by obstacles, steadfast in 
purpose, and full of cheerful hope, he inspired others to work 



went to the bishop for advice and 
direction in regard to Church 
work. Among those prominently 
associated with it as earnest 



helpers were Messrs. Metcalf, 
Knap, Renben Miller, Woodward, 
Henderson, Bnrgwin, Malcom 
Hay, Paul, and several others.] 
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on, even when present results would serve to discourage them ; 
but the ultimate success of his plans and ventures proved how 
wise as well as zealous he was in building up the waste places 
of Zion. He was foremost in every good cause, and so strong 
and reliant a leader that ^* nothing could be done without the 
bishop." This readiness to take more than his share of 
duties no doubt impaired, in time, his naturally strong con- 
stitution and good health, and served to hasten his end. 

He had the warm affection and confidence of his people, 
who ever cheerfully responded to his calls in prosecuting his 
work, and seconded his efforts. The liberal and ready co- 
operation of his laymen throughout his entire Episcopate is 
sufiQcient proof of their confidence in. his wisdom, prudence 
and careful business habits. His personal power, zeal and 
untiring energy fitted him for the work to which he was 
called — a work full of difficulties, and requiring rare gifts to 
bring it to success. As the people — and not only those of 
his own fold — learned to know him, they also learned to 
respect him, aud Church people, above all others, loved their 
bishop, and listened to him with pleasure. 

The following anecdote will illustrate the personal m- PerwnaiinM- 
fluence of which I have spoken : men who had heard him ^^' 
preach or who had met him and talked with him did not 
easily forget him. In the course of one of his visitations 
through a distant, mountainous part of his Diocese, he and a 
clergyman accompanying him lodged over night in a public 
house, which was the only lodging the place afforded. In the 
evening, services were held in a schoolhouse near by, where 
the bishop preached, taking for the subject of his discourse 
the parable of the Pharisee and the Publican. He made a 
better man of the Pharisee in the course of his sermon than 
he is generally supposed to have been ; called attention to 
the fact that his prayer, though boastful in spirit, was still 
altogether true as to facts ; and applied his lesson by asking 
how many there present, ready to condemn the Pharisee, 
were yet doing even as well as he, and, among other things, 
giving a tenth of their income to the Church as a part of 
their religious duty! On the following morning, when the 
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clergyman who was with the bishop called for the bill, the 
landlord replied that he made no charge ; and as the clergy* 
man insisted on making payment, a friendly altercation 
ensued, in the midst of which the bishop, having been in an 
adjoining room making preparations for the day's Journey, 
appeared, and, inquiring what the trouble was, was told 
that the landlord refused to accept any pay for their lodging. 
^^But, my dear friend,'' replied the bishop, *^we are both 
willing and able to pay, and do not want our lodging at your 
expense." ^^ Well," said the landlord, addressing the bishop, 
^^I went to hear you preach last night, and have thought a 
good deal about the Pharisee. I never understood those 
things as you put them. I have never given a tenth of my 
income to the Church, nor a twentieth even, and I am going 
to begin now." Nor could he be prevailed upon to take 
more than half the amount usually charged. 

This personal influence was indeed one of the strongest 
traits in Bishop Kerfoot's character, as it has been in that of 
many of our most useful bishops. No man more keenly 
realized the responsibility of his office than he did, and, 
though not conscious of it himself, it was manifest in his 
whole manner that he believed he had a message for his 
people from the Divine Master Himself, and was clothed with 
authority to declare it. His message was received and re- 
membered and talked about for months after his visitations ; 
and some amusing incidents occurring to the rectors on such 
occasions, in the course of their parochial visits, gave un- 
mistakable proof of the bishop's power to reach his people. 
To illustrate my meaning I will relate the experience of one 
rector, who always looked forward to the bishop's annual 
visitations of his parish with much pleasure. Again and 
again did he hear from his parishioners : ^^ You told the bishop 
what to preach about." — *^ I do not like it any too well myself; 
but I am willing to take my part of the sermon." — ** What ! 
was there any of it for yow?"— "Yes," the rector would 
say, " an abundant supply. Let us share it together ; and, at 
the same time, allow me to assure you that the bishop needs 
no suggestions from me, and received none." 
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Kor was the influence he exercised transient in its nature ; 
the kindling eye, the brightening countenance at mention oi 
his name, tell more eloquently than words can do how 
dearly his people loved Bishop Eerfoot, and to-day it may be 
truly said that his name is held in affectionate remembrance 
in hundreds of families throughout the Diocese, as not only 
the first Bishop of Pittsburgh, but, in the words so appropri- 
ately inscribed on his tombstone, as ^^a good man, ftill of 
the Holy Ghost, and of faith." 



OHAPTEE XVL 

1887. 
FIRST LAMBBTH OONFBBBKOE. 

The first suggestion of a meeting of all the bishops 
of the Anglican Communion, including the Colonial 
and the American bishops, was made, it appears, in 
the year 1851, in a letter of Bishop John Henry 
Hopkins, of Vermont, to the Archbishop of Canter- 
bury (John Bird Sumner).* ilTothing was heard of 
it until 1867, when Archbishop Longley was primate. 
It took time for such an idea to take root and com- 
mend itself to men's minds. There were difficulties 
to be overcome, and it required that the Primate of 
All England should be something more than the old- 
fashioned " Church-an(?-/S^a^ " Churchman. This was 
the case when Archbishop Longley was translated 
from York to Canterbury. The Conference excited 
much interest, and in England not a little apprehen- 
sion. The Archbishop of York (Dr. Thomson) kept 
aloof, the Dean of Westminster opposed it, and, to 
quiet the fears of the Bishop of St. David's and 
others. Archbishop Longley gave some preliminary 
assurance to them that certain subjects should not be 
acted upon by the Conference. The case of Bishop 
Oolenso, e. g.^ was to be one of the excluded topics. 
This was regarded as unfortunate by the Bishop of 

> Ufe of BiOiop ffcpkiiUy p. 892. 
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Capetown and the Bishop of New Zealand, and by 
not a few of the American bishops, and several of the 
English bishops deeply sympathized with them. The 
Bishop of Oxford (Wilberforce) was a warm advocate 
of the new departure which the holding of such a 
Conference implied. He earnestly supported Ajch- 
bishop Longley, and was, perhaps, the leading mind 
in the managing of its a£fairs, as well as the actual 
penman of the Pastoral Letter.' 

Bishop Kerfoot concluded to accept the Archbishop 
of Canterbury's invitation to the Conference, from 
which he could not but hope and believe that much 
good to the Church would ultimately result. He sailed 
for England in the steamship Hussia on Wednesday, 
August 21st, accompanied by his son, the Kev. Abel A. 
Kerfoot (as chaplain), and by his brother, Mr. Samuel 
H. Kerfoot, of Chicago. 

On landing at Liverpool the party went at once to 
London, and after a few days there, crossed over to the 
Continent, visited Brussels, Cologne, Heidelberg, 
went up the Khine, and then made a short, but 
delightful, tour in Switzerland, returning by the way 
of Paris, and reaching London on the 19th of Sep- 
tember. 

On Tuesday, the 24th, the Conference was opened opmingqfthe 
at Lambeth Palace by a strictly private service in "^"^'^ 
the chapel, none but the bishops being admitted. 
The Conference continued till Saturday, when the 
closing services were held in St. Mary's Church, 
Lambeth. The use of Westminster Abbey had 

' See the interestin acconnt in the lAfe of Bishop ffopkins^ Chapter 

xxm. 
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been requested by Archbishop Longley as the fitting 
place for the grand closing service of the Conference. 
But the Dean of Westminster (the famous Dean 
Stanley), while ^^ earnestly desirous to render the 
Abbey and the precincts of Westminster available 
for all purposes of general utility and edification," felt 
constrained to refuse His Grace's request that the 
noblest of English churches might be used for this 
great and unique gathering of all the bishops of the 
AngHcan Communion. 

The sessions of the Conference were entirely private, 
and little of the proceedings was published except 
the well-known Encyclical Letter (drawn up princi- 
pally, as has been already said, by Bishop Wilber- 
force). 

The warmest possible welcome was extended to the 
American bishops, and Bishop Eerfoot and his son, 
besides visiting many of the cathedrals, saw something 
of quiet English home-life in its most attractive and 
lovely aspects. They made several delightful visits, 
and formed not a few lasting friendships, which 
were renewed on Bishop Eerfoot's two subsequent 
tours in 1874 and 1878, and afterwards kept up by 
correspondence. The Bishop also preached on several 
occasions for the venerable Society for the Propaga- 
tion of the Gospel. On the 12th of October the 
degree of LL. D. was conferred upon him and six 
other American bishops by the University of Cam- 
bridge. On the 18th he and his party crossed over to 
Paris, and spent a week there, seeing among other 
things the famous Exposition, which was then bringing 
all the world to the French capital. On their return 
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to England they went to Oxford, spent All Saints' 
Day at Ely, visited Peterborough, York and Dur- 
ham on their way to Scotland. After a pleasant tour 
in Scotland they crossed to Ireland, spent a few days 
with their relatives there, and finally sailed for home 
from Cork in the City of Washington^ on Novem- 
ber 14th. 

The following extracts from the letters and diaries 
of the bishop and his son relate only to the English 
part of their journey. Their Continental travel, 
though delightful in its way, was just like other 
people's, while the English experiences were more 
unusual, and are more likely to be generally inter- 
esting. 

The letters and diaries of the Eev. Abel A. Kerfoot 
were naturally written with all the freedom of family 
correspondence, and of course with no expectation of 
their ever appearing in print. It has been thought 
best to present the real impressions made upon a 
young, but well-informed, American clergyman just 
as he noted them, and not to take the life out of his 
graphic narrative by making any omissions except 
what seemed absolutely necessary. 

COBBESPONDENCE. 

The Rev. A. A, Kerfoot to Miss Kerfoot, 

London, 17 Half-Moon Street, Piccadilly, 

Monday, September 23d. 

My Dear Sister^ — We arrived in London safely on Thursday, 
at 6 p. m., and spent that night at the Charing Cross Hotel, 
where we were before. 

We are in our new lodgings, and are very comfortable. 
We have two bedrooms and a parlor, all as neat and clean as 



460 LIFE OF BISHOP KEBFOOT. [Ohap. XVI. 

possible and ^tted ap with every convenience. Oar parlor 
is quite pretty. On the walls are '^ Saturday Night " and 
'^Sunday Morning," framed exactly as we have them at 
home. We are as snug as possible, and think you would all 
be amused to see us. 

On Friday morning we went, among other places, to the 
office of the Society for the Propagation of the Gospel, where 
they made arrangements for father to preach in two churches 
on Sunday. He had an mvitation from the Bishop of London 
[Dr. Tait] to spend this week with him, as eight or nine of 
our other bishops are invited to do, but he declined, because 
he would not leave me alone. I am sorry ; but he will have, 
I think, more real comfort here than at his lordship's, and 
will see nearly as much of the English bishops. 
m.Lawrenee'i On Friday evening we went to St. Lawrence's Church, 
*"^' Jewry, to one of the special services held there. The Bishop of 

Capetown [Dr. Gray], the one who excommunicated Colenso, 
preached the sermon. We found the vestry-room crowded with 
clergy, and four bishops already there, three besides the Bishop 
of Capetown — viz.: the Bishops of Grahamstown, Orange River 
Free State in Africa, and the Bishop of Honolulu. The latter 
warmly welcomed father, as did the others when they knew 
him. I was introduced to them all, and was especially proud 
to shake hands with Bishop Gray, of Capetown, who talked a 
little with me. He and &ther had some little conversation 
before and after service. There was a choir of between sixty 
and seventy men and boys in surplices. We entered the 
church in procession singing a hymn, in which the inmiense 
congregation joined with one voice. In the procession I 
walked just behind father as his attendant chaplain. The 
church was so thronged that the procession could with diffi- 
culty pass. The aisles were jammed, and hundreds stood 
without a chance to rest all through the evening. The 
service was choral, the music of the very simplest kind, so 
that the whole congregation joined. Such singing I never 
heard. Among the hymns was ^^ Jerusalem the Golden." 
There was too much bowing to the altar, but the service on 
the whole was solemn and grand. 
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The sermon by the Bishop of Capetown was*a very plain 
bat a noble declaration of the work to be done by England 
and the English Church in spreading the Gospel. He also 
gave an account of his work in South Africa, and alluded very 
sadly to the Colenso troubles and the present condition of 
Natal. 

On Saturday morning we called on Dr. Lyman,> who is 
sick and not able to leave the house. About four o'clock we 
were very agreeably surprised by a visit from the Bishop of 
Capetown and his wife. He and father had a long talk about ^^^hop Gray. 
the American and Colonial Churches, and the arrangements 
for the Council. The programme of proceedings and business 
published by the Archbishop of Canterbury after consultation 
with others, leaves no room for any action in regard to 
Colenso. This is very unsatisfactory to very many, and the 
Bishop of Capetown was glad that the Bishop of Pittsburgh 
agi'ced with him that it was a pity there could not be some action. 
Bishop Gray is very determined and earnest, and was rightly 
provoked at the coolness and timidity of two or three English 
bishops. The Bishop of London had earnestly remonstrated 
against any allusion being made to Colenso, and said he would 
not attend the meetings if there were. So the Archbishop 
promised' him that the matter should be kept quiet. The 

Bishop of St. David's [Dr. ThirlwallJ disapproves 

both of the Council and of any action against Colenso. 
Bishop Gray and others do not think themselves bound by the 
Archbishop's promise. It was a privilege to have the chance 
to talk with such a man as Bishop Gray. The English 
bishops have the ideas of Church and State so inextricably 
joined that they are afraid to wink without some permission 
from the State. They are afraid of some opposition to this 
meeting, or of its attracting too much public attention, or 
somehow something might possibly in some way have a 
chance to happen ; and so they (t. «., many of them) don't want 
to do anything. On that account the opening service of the 
Council is to be held in the private chapel of Lambeth Palace 

> [Now Bishop of North Carolina.] 
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(where our first bishops were consecrated), and none but the 
bishops are to be allowed to attend. This causes very great 
disappointment, as many expected (what there ought to be) a 
grand opening service in Westminster or St. Paul's. Many 
clergy would have been here from all parts of England. 
There is to be a public service at the close, the arrangements 
for which have not yet been announced. 
Rev. Mr. Ling- On Saturday at 6.30 we went to dine with Mr. Lingham, 
^ the rector of Lambeth Parish. There were six or eight 

clergy present and Bishop Hopkins, and we had a handsome 
dinner and a very pleasant time. The clergy were mostly 
hardworking parish clergy, earnest in their work. We learned 
much of inside matters in the English Church, the relation of 
bishops to clergy (which is nearly no relation at all), and the 
parish working, etc. Mr. Lingham is a courteous, highly 
educated English gentleman, simple and earnest in his work. 
His parish church is close by Lambeth Palace. 

Sunday morning father preached at St. Peter's Church, 
Belsize Park (Rev. J. P. Tremlett, rector), and we after- 
wards dined with the rector, and had a pleasant time. In 
the evening we drove over to Mr. Lingham 's, and after tea 
went to the parish church close by, a very fine building. It 
was first built about five hundred years ago, and was rebuilt, 
except the old spire, which still remains, about 1850. 
Bishop Hopkins had preached there in the morning, and 
father preached in the evening. I took part in the service. 
After a pleasant evening at the rectory, we returned to our 
snug quarters in Half-Moon street 

Tuesday, Sept. 24. — ^This morning I went with father to 
visit some of the Lambeth schools, and we then drove to the 
Archbishop's palace, where the opening service of the Con- 
ference takeQ place, or, rather, by this time has taken place. 
But no one except the bishops was admitted, not even 
American and Colonial clergy, who have come miles and 
miles to be here now. It has caused a very general dissatis- 
faction and disappointment that the thing should thus be 
done. The English bishops are afraid of attracting too 
much attention to it, as there is a class here ready to make 
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trouble at any action of the Church independent of the State. 
It is said there is to be a public service on Saturday, but 
when, how, or where, nobody has heard. 

Wednesday, Sept. 25. — I hear {not from the bishop) that 
Dean Stanley ojQTered Westminster Abbey for Saturday, but Dean Stanley. 
on such conditions that it was at once unanimously rejected 
by the Council. Their proceedings are under a vote of 
secrecy, so that I can tell you nothing of what has been done. 
It seems the service on Saturday is to be held in Lambeth 
Parish Church (Mr. Lingham's). The church will seat about 
one thousand persons. 

The Deans have entire control of their cathedrals and 
abbeys, and Dean Stanley having (in effect) refused West- 
minster, they are afraid to ask Dr. Milman (Dean of St. 
Paul's), lest he should refuse also 

The Bishop of Pittsburgh to Mrs, Kerf cot, 

London, Sept. 28, 1867. 

. • • . We are both well. Abel enjoys his entrance into ^^^^ *<**^*- 
domestic and genuine high-toned English society very much. 
The abounding and most cordial courtesy and hospitality 
shown to the American Bishops is all we could wish. Evi- 
dently the utmost purpose and care have been taken to show 
us all honor, and even love. Our coming has been felt • . . . 
as a great help and service. Our great, free Church, the 
exemplar of English Colonial Churches, and now more than 
ever of even the home Church of England, in her self- 
development, receives the love and warm commendations, 
open and loud, of the bishops here. 

The week has been one of vast and abiding power and 
glory. I cannot write out its history. Seventy-six Bishops 
met, nineteen of ours. Many came twice and four times our 
distance. Bishops Selwyn, of New Zealand ; Gray, of Cape- 
town, and others of sacred &me as missionaries, are here. 

We met in Lambeth at 11 o'clock on Tuesday for an 
opening service. This and our four days' debates were 
private : none but bishops present. 
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There were seyenty-six bishops in robes in that venerable 
chapel, and as many (not in robes) in the grand old hall 
(aroand which hang the portraits of the Archbishops of 
Canterbury since before the Beformatdon), for foor days, six 
hours each day, in conference. The genial, hearty interest at 
other times; the deep, earnest piety and solemn porpose 
evident in all; the great topics of debate, and the great 
results, have made it for me and for us all a week never to 
be forgotten. Any of us would have come at fourfold the 
trouble. 

We agreed to a man on a glorious Pastoral Letter, which 
we all signed, to the faithful throughout the world. Such a 
week, such a synod, and such a document, so attested, make 
an epoch (we all feel it and say it) unrivaled since the 
Reformation. Many practical matters were settled and many 
put in good course of settlement. The aid afforded by the 
American Episcopate was gratefully acknowledged. The Colo- 
nial Bishops especially rested on us. We have already become 
what they are struggling to become, and what the Church 
of England much needs to be, free and strong in self-govern- 
ment. Only the results and resolves of the Conference are to 
be published. The debates (all stenographed by reporters) will 
be written out and put by as records with the Archbishop of 
Canterbury, but not published. Tliis is the only wise course, 
and secures freedom for all future conferences. These will, 
no doubt, be held as years go on. After the Conference 
finally closed, all the bishops were arranged in front of 
the palace and a photograph was taken. If it succeeds, 
you will see us in a group curious to look upon. 

I accepted the Bishop of London's invitation for two of 
the five days he invited me for. Abel was one day at Eulbam 
Palace with me, and one day at the vicarage close by. He 
shook hands with the Bishops of London and Oxford, with 
the Archbishops of Dublin [Dr. Trench], Canterbury, Armagh 
[Dr. Beresford], etc. The young deacon is six and a half 
inches taller. One old clergyman at Eulham asked him if he 
was an American bishop! and if we had Indians in our 
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Diocese ! Lord Charles Hervey has been up to see us ; we 
are to go to his house for some days.' 

The Bishop of Winchester asked me to preach in his 
cathedral, but my engagements prevented me. I go, at the 
request of the Society for the Propagation of the Gospel, to 
preach and deliver addresses at six or seven places ; begin- 
ning the 6th of October. Next week I preach twice in 
London, and go to a Church Congress in Wolverhampton ; 
and Abel and I are to be guests with the Bishop of London 
and his family at the house of a lady who sent her invitation 
through the Bishop of Oxford. The Bishop of Ely invites us 
to his house for a great meeting November 1, and the Arch- 
bishop of Dublin asks me to be his guest in Dublin. These 
are specimens of requests that may explain to you why 
we incline now to postpone sailing till November 13. I 
ought to have said that the vicar of Lambeth (Mr. Ling- 
ham) claims part of the coming week for a tour into the 
country with him. I feel as though six weeks will be as 
little as will do — too little, but we cannot stay longer. 

I must add that a solemn, public, closing service and Com- 
munion to-day in the Lambeth Parish Church was the fitting 
close of our week's work 

Fr(ym the Diary of the Rev. Abel A, Kerfoot, 

Thursday, Sept. 26th. • . • 

We arrived at Fulham Yicarage, Mr. Baker's home, at 
seven o'clock, and were hospitably received. I was intro- 
duced to Bishop Ellicott, of Gloucester and Bristol, the great Bishop EUicou, 
commentator. He is a short, rather thin man, with a 
pleasant face, is a great talker, with a curious hesitation and 
a little stutter, most intelligent, and very kind and affable. He 
is full of fun, and when father told him I was a diligent student 
of his works, he said no doubt I expected a dry, stiff, stem man,* 
and that I must often have wished for something less dry in 

1 [Lord Charles Hervey had I and had always kept np an inter- 
visited Dr. Kerfoot at St. James's, | coarse by letter.] 
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his comment. I was also introdaced to the kind and good 
old Bishop Trower, of Gibraltar. We went over to the palace 
ahout 7.30, across the garden, led by Bishop Ellicott, who 
chatted pleasantly all the time. I was mtroduced in the 
drawing-room to Mrs. Tait, and afterwards to the Bishop. 
There were present. Archbishop Trench, the Bishops of 
Chester [Jacobson], Lincoln [Jackson], Salisbury [Hamilton], 
Orange Biver [Twells], Jerusalem [Gobat], Arkansas [Lay], 
Llandafi' [OUiphant], Christ Church, Australia [Harper], St. 
David's [Thirl wall], and Bishops Bedell, Lee, of Iowa, Quin- 
tard, and others. At table, I sat near Bishop Ellicott, who 
talked learnedly and pleasantly, and near Bishop Twells, who 
also talked very agreeably. We dined in the fine, large hall 
of the palace ; a very handsome dinner it was, and a splendid 
company. We did not rise from dinner till after half-past 
ten. About 11.15 we went into the beautiful chapel for 
prayers, conducted by the chaplains and Bishop Tait. Mrs. 
Tait played the organ. 

The bishops were all affable and kind when I had the 
chance to be introduced to them. The Bishop of Salisbury is 
a dignified-looking man, large in stature, with a fine head and 
face. Bishop Gobat is tremendous in size. 

We returned to the vicarage, under the guidance of Bishop 
Ellicott, about 12 o'clock. In the morning, at breakfast, 
Bishop Ellicott talked pleasantly, and finally got into a kind 
of comment on part of St. John YI. He talked about the mean- 
ing of TTOfcire in the institution of the Lord's Supper. This, the 
Bishop of Salisbury said, was equivalent to ^'sacrifice," an 
interpretation which Bishop Ellicott thought wrong. He 
gave a very clear comment, in his style, upon it, and said he 
hoped next winter to write upon the words of the ^^ institu- 
tion," comparing the difiierent accounts together. It was a 
real pleasure to hear him. He is considered by many to be 
the finest scholar in this department in England. 

After breakfast we went over to the palace. There was a 
tree to be planted there by all the bishops, and Bishop 
Ellicott, father, Bishop Quintard and Bishop Trower, were 
conducted to it by a daughter of Bishop Tait, who then got a 



1 
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spade, with which each threw some earth upon the roots. I 
threw my spadeftil also. 

We drove to Lambeth in Bishop Trower's carriage, and got 
there aboat 11 a. m. The Archbishop, with the Bishop of 
Oxford (Wilberforce) and Bishop Atkinson, drove up right 
behind us. While they were standing on the steps at the 
entrance, father introduced me to them. 

In the afternoon I went with Dr. Lyman and lus &mily to 
an S. P. G. conversazione. After waiting for a long time, ^j^j^* ^^^'^^'^ 
nearly an hour, some one announced that the bishops were 
on their way. Near this '^ announcer '' stood Canon Words- 
worth,^ but they both soon left the stage. The Archbishop 
of Canterbury entered first, and he then announced the name 
of each bishop as he entered. They were all applauded, the 
Bishop of Oxford and Bishop Selwyn most uproariously. 
Many of our bishops were warmly welcomed. 

After the S. P. G. resolutions were read by Mr. Bullock, a 
few words were said by the venerable Archbishop, and he 
was followed by Bishops Hopkins, Selwyn, Gray, Clark, 
J. P. 6. Wilmer, Wilberforce, and Tait. The audience was 
largely composed of clergy. Many of the speakers were 
loudly applauded mth cries of ^' Hear ! hear ! " and cheers. 

Bishop Selwyn was warmly greeted ; and while he was 
spealdng, the Bishop of Capetown was announced, and 
received with such storms of applause that the speaker had to 
stop for several minutes. Every allusion to Bishop Gray's 
name was greeted with tremendous enthusiasm, and he 
himself was received in the same way when he came forward. 
He could hardly utter a word at first from emotion, but after- 
wards spoke well. He mentioned warmly the help given in 
the Council by our Bishops, in which several others joined 
him. A proposal by a Scotch nobleman to raise money for 
the Bishop of Katal then and there, was rather checked by 
the Archbishop, and especially by Bishop Tait, and fell 
through. 

After the speaking was over, the Archbishop gave the 
benediction, for which many fell on their knees. We then 

[1 The late Bishop of Lincoln.] 
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rode back in the Bishop of Gibraltar's carriage to FuUiam, 

and spent a pleasant evening there 

Stm?ifSvs' Father drove in to the closing service at St. Mary's, 
•UanMh, * Lambeth, with tlie Bishop of Gibraltar, and I followed in a 
cab, but was too late to join in the procession of clergy, who 
passed through the church to meet the bishops. There 
were about forty bishops in the procession. Bishop Twells 
intoned the service, the Bishop of Lincoln reading the first 
lesson (remarkably inappropriateOt the Bishop of Pittsbui^h 
the second. The Psalter was most suitable to the occasion. 
Bishop Talbot read the prayers, the Archbishop of Canter- 
bury the Communion ofiice. The Bishop of Montreal 
X)reached. Bishop Hoplsins read the address in the Com- 
munion service. The Metropolitans, including Bishop Hop- 
kins, administered the Holy Sacrament at the chancel rails, 
and other bishops in the choir. I received the Bread at the 
hands of Bishop Tait, and the Wine from Bishop Harold 
Browne. After the service we went to the palace, and there 
I saw many of our and other bishops, and shook hands, at 
parting, with the Archbishop. 

We went thence to lunch with the Bev. Ernest Hawkins, 
Canon of Westminster. His house is in the Dean's yard, 
under the very shadow of the Abbey. The walls of the 
house are five hundred years old. Bishop Hopkins and his 
son were there also, and we had a very pleasant time. • • . • 

The Bishop of Pittsburgh to Miss Kerfoot, 

Stretton, Penkridge, Staffordshire, October 4, 1867. 

My Very Dear -4., — ^Abel has a letter on hand for your 
mother, so I write a note to you. 

We are guests here in one of the fine old mansions of the 
[English gentry. The Bishop of London and his wife were 

1 [The BecoDd chapter of the chapter : 1. Tobit leaveih his 



Book of Tobit, as appointed in 
the old Lectionar}' — a strange 
chapter, certainly, for such an oc- 
casion. The following is the sum- 



mary giTcn at the head of the | about a kid.] 



meat to bury the dead; 10. and 
becometh blind, 11. His wife 
takeih in vx>rk to get her living, 
14. Her husband and she fall out 
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here till this morning, and the Bishops of Alabama, Louisiana Engiuih hofpi- 

and Arkansas, and Mrs. Lay. Only the last two and Abel ^' 

and I are here still. We were asked for Thursday last, but 

we were under promise to Mr. Lingham (rector of St. Mary's, 

Lambeth) to go with him for a little tour. Abel tells of 

this : Winchester Cathedral and College ; St. Cross, a grand, 

quaint old ^'hospital" for thirteen old men;^ Otterbourne, 

one of Keble's churches; Southampton; Salisbury, its 

cathedral and its Bishop's palace, where we were urged 

to stop; Bemerton, George Herbert's church, parsonage 

and garden; Wilton, the Earl of Pembroke's mansion; 

Stonehenge; Salisbury Flam, in the midst of which we 

lodged Wednesday night in a genuine old country inn. Then 

here yesterday to the Church Congress. Mrs. Tait, the wife 

of the Bishop of London, met us at Wolverhampton, and 

there we dined at the rectory with the Bishop of Lichfield 

and others, and after a grand meeting for the workingmen, 

of whom nearly three thousand were present, we drove out 

here in the large family carriage. 

We find here genuine, refined English hospitality. Mrs. 
Monckton,* her son and three daughters, make up a cordial, 
very intelligent and refined family. Abel has enjoyed the 
time among them, and we feel as if we had been here a 
month, so much at home are we. 

But we must be off to-morrow to Boston, and thence to 
Louth and Qmnsby, where I am to preach for the Society for 
the Propagation of the Gospel. The end of next week we 
go to Lord Charles Hervey's. And to-day a letter comes 
to us from the yice-Chancellor of Cambridge asking the 
American bishops to come to Cambridge to receive LL.D. 
degrees. Bishops Atkinson, Whitehouse, Lay and myself 
will go. Paris comes afterwards. We go to the Bishop of 
Ely on November 1, and if we could stay in England we could 
.be guests till Christmas. 



> [Described inTrollope's novel, 
The Warden.] 

> [This visit laid the fonndation 
of a lasting friendship with the 



Monckton family. Bishop K. 
visited them again in 1874 and 
1878, and always kept np a cor- 
respondence with them.] 
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Abel seems very well ; I am also. We have heard leading 
clergy and luty speak : Archdeacon Denison, Earls Nelson, 
Harrowby, etc. They speak well, but not better than 
Americans. 

It is after midnight, so I must finish. Good-night to you 
all, my own dear ones. Your loving &ther. 

; The Bishop ofPiUshurgh to Mrs. Eer/oot. 

Chesterford, Essex, October 12, 1867. 

• ... On Saturday, the 5th, we left Stretton Hall in the 
morning, and went on from Wolverhampton via Peterborough 
to Boston, where, after several delays during the day, we 
found ourselves safely lodged in the vicarage by 9 o'clock. 

I preached in the noble parish church, large as a cathedral, 
to twelve or thirteen hundred people, Sunday morning ; and 
then we went on that afternoon to Louth, where we were the 
guests of Mr. Fye, living very elegantly on the borders of 
the town. His wife. Lady Albinia, and her sister, Lady 
Charlotte Hobart (daughters of the Earl of Buckinghamshire), 
little Mary Albinia Fye and Was Hervey (niece of Lord 
Charles), a visitor, and part of the time the Hon. and Bev, 
Mr. Hobart (brother of Lady Albinia), made up the fiunily.> 
I preached there in a noble old church that evening. Both 
these sermons were for the Society for the Propagation of the 
Gospel. And the next three evenings, in Louth, Wragby and 
Boston, I made addresses to large meetings. I have seen 
much of the inside of things; and everywhere lan;e com- 
panies of the clergy were gathered to meet me. 

To-morrow I preach here, having declined to take duty at 
Cambridge. .... 

I met Syle* at the door of the dining-hall of St. John's 
College yesterday. His eager look and his silence made me 



1 [Another brother is the famous 
Hobart Pasha.] 

*[Mr. Syle was a student at 



Trinity College,Hartford— a deaf- 
mute— and is now a clergyman^ 
working among the deaf-mutes in 
Philadelphia.] 
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recognize him, as he was striving to let me know that he knew 
me 

The Rev. A. A. Kerfoot to Miss KtrfooU 

Chesterford, Essex, 
[Lord Charles Hervey's Vicarage], 
Friday, Oct. 11th, 1867. 

My Dear Sister, — We reached this pleasant home last 
evening, and found a warm welcome from all the family. 
Lord Charles was delighted to have father with him, and Lady 
Harriet and her three daughters all welcomed us warmly. 
We reached here about 7.30 p.m., and, after making our toilets 
for dinner, found Uncle Sam [Mr. S. H. Kerfoot] in the 
drawing-room ready to greet us, having been here all day^ 
and the ladies, with Lord Charles, having carefully concealed 
from us the news of his arrival, and even making inquiries as 
to when we expected to meet him ! He left Paris only day 
before yesterday. 

We are in a beautiful English parsonage, with fine old trees 
and nice lawns, one of which extends from the house to the 
banks of the Cam, close by. We are only sixteen miles by 
rail from Cambridge. To-morrow the degree of LL. D. is to 
be conferred by the University of Cambridge on all the Amer- 
ican bishops who were at the Synod, and many of them are 
expected to be present. 

Sunday evening, Oct. 13.— Yesterday we reached Cam- 
bridge about 1.30 p. m., and went immediately to the house 
of Dr. Worsley, Master of Downing College, where we 
lunched. The party included all the &mily from the house 
here. At lunch we met Bishop Atkinson and his wife. Pro- 
fessor Selwyn, the University Professor of Theology, and some 
other grandees. After lunch we set off— tliat is, Uncle Sam, DeffreeqfZL.D. 
Lord Charles and myself— to walk to the Senate House, where ^2&^? 
the degrees were to be conferred at three o'clock. We walked 
by some of the finest College bidldings, the handsome Fitz* 
William Museum, Corpus Christi, King's College and its 
noble chapeU 



462 LIFE OF BISHOP KEBFOOT. [Chap. XVI, 

» 

Ccmnmemimt The gallery in the Senate Hoase was crowded by the 
^* undergraduates, who indulged themselves in the usual re- 

marks and cheers and hisses. The floor of the house was 
filled by members of the University and ladies. Our party of 
ladies had preceded us, as had also the bishops. The Yice- 
Chancellor, the heads of Colleges, and the American bishops, 
entered in procession, all in full academical dress, our 
bishops in Doctors' scarlet gowns. They went to a small 
platform at the end of the haU. As they entered, some of the 
professors were cheered by the undergraduates, one or two 
received with hisses and groans. Our bishops were received 
with cheers, one youngster calling out, ^^ Hurrah for the red 
men of the prairies ! " which allusion received force from their 
scarlet robes. After signing their names, the bishops, seven 
in number, were introduced to the University by the Univer- 
sity orator in a neat Latin speech, so distinctly pronounced 
as to be easily understood by all, and very elegantly expressed. 
This was also a speech of welcome. The bishops were then 
one by one introduced to the Yice-Chancellor in order of 
seniority. He, taking each by the hand, conferred the degree 
in the same form that we used at St. James's.* After the 
ceremony was over, we went with Dr. Worsley, the Bishops 
of North Carolina atid Pittsburgh, and had a most delightful 
walk. We went through the courtyard of Trinity, the great 
College of Cambridge, St. John's, and others. The backs of 
these Colleges have fine lawns, grand avenues of trees, old 
and solemn, with the Cam crossing the grounds, itself crossed 
by fine old bridges. 

We saw the splendid dining-hall of Trinity, and then went 
to evening prayers at the glorious chapel of King's College. 
The service was choral, and the music rang out splendidly 
through the grand expanse. Father and Uncle Sam went to 
dinner at 6.30 at the Vice-Chancellor's, but I was not strong 
enough to undertake that after so long a day 

> [Bee anUy Chap. XIII, p. 887.] 
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Fnytn the Diary of the Rev. Abel A, Kerfoot. 

Oxford, Sunday, Oct. 27th. 

.... This morning we went to St. Mary's, the University 

church, to hear the University sermon After the 

sermon, which was at 10 o'clock, we waited a few minutes 
for the parish service, which began at 11.30. The day was 
very stormy, and the congregation not large. The rector is 
the well-known Mr. Bui^on, the author of the Plain Com- 
mentary^ and he was assisted by Mr. Hatch, Vice-Principal 
of St. Mary HstU.^ Mr. Burgon is a tall, spare man, not Mr. Bwrgon. 
unlike the Bishop of Capetown. His voice is not very good, 
but he threw an intense earnestness and intelligence of 
expression into what he read. He preached, taking the 
Gospel for the second Sunday before (the 17th after Trinity), 
and giving us a kind of running comment, sometimes very 
close and deep, always thoughtful and suggestive. He per- 
haps was somewhat too terse for his congregation, leaving 
them too much thinking to do. But it was a most interesting 
and able sermon, of a peculiar kind, and showing well the 
mind of the author. After the service father introduced him- 
self, and was warmly welcomed. Mr. Burgon invited us to 
breakfast and dinner on Wednesday 

Monday evening at 5.30, by the invitation of the Yice- 
Principal of St. Mary Hall, we dined in Pembroke College 
Hall with several of the Fellows, and had a most pleasant 
evening, after dinner going into the common room, and thence 
into the room of one of the Fellows with whom we had dined. 
There the smokers of the party smoked, and we all talked 
and enjoyed ourselves. • « • • 

From Bishop KerfooVs Diary. 

Oxford, Tuesday, Oct. 29th. 

We breakfasted with Professor Conington this morning 
in the common room of Corpus Christi, and had a very 

* [The late Bampton lecturer on " The Organization of the Early 
Christian Ohurches."] 
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pleasant time. Dined at Wadham College with Albert 
Ljman. Yisited Mrs. Monsell (Sister Harriet, of the Clewer 
Sisterhood) at the Manor House, Holywell street, and talked 
with her about the Sisterhood. Bead their evening prayers 
in their chapel. 

Wednesday, Oct. 30.— Breakfasted with Mr. Burgon in the 
common room of Oriel. Lunched with Mr. Edgar Jacob, 
and met Messrs. Liddon, Bright, Professor Burrows, etc. 
Dined at Oriel College with Mr. Burgon. Long, ftdl con- 
ference with Mr. B., solemn and earnest. • • • • 

The Bishop of Pittsburgh to Miss Eerfoa. 

Edinburgh, Scotland, 

Nov. 4, 1867. 

• . • • We reached Ely from Oxford on Thursday evening. 
Your uncle Sam, Abel and I were guests at the Bishop's 
palace. The Bishop of Capetown and wife, Lord Charles 
Hervey and Lady Harriet, and others, were there also. 
Harold Browne, the author of the book on the Thirty-nine 
Articles, is the Bishop of Ely. We were made very much at 
home, and enjoyed the evening. The dinner table had some 
twenty-five guests at it. 
MsfOathednO. Friday morning, All Saints' Day.— We had a rich and 
most solemn Cathedral service and Communion. The signifi- 
cant lessons of the day,' and its memories in the grand 
Cathedral where for seven or eight centuries God and Christ 
had been worshipped, made us/eeZ as only such associations 
can. I never so felt any service. That afternoon we had a 
full service in the choir of the Cathedral, and then those of 
the congregation who had been able to get into the choir 
went out to the rest of the people (a large company) in 
the naive, and I preached a missionary sermon. Seven 
bishops were present, and lai^e numbers of clergy and 
laity. Then we had a missionary meeting in one of the tran- 
septs, and all the bishops and some others made addresses. 

1 [The old lessons— fortnnately still unchanged^Wisd. ill. to v. 10; 
Heb. xl. 83 to ch. xii. 7.] 
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That evening and the next morning I had some fidl con- 
versations with the Bishop of Ely on grave Church matters. 
The Bishop gave Abel a copy of his work on the Articles, 
and wrote his name in it. 

We left at 2 p. m. for York, stopping on the way to see York mnOer, 
the grand old Cathedral again, and were at York by 9 o'clock. 
There, in the mighty minster, we worshipped on Sunday. 
Its choral service surpasses any other we have heard. I was 
there three times, your uncle and Abel morning and evening. 
The afternoon service (Litany and Anthem) was very noble. 
The evening service, full choral, was in the nave, and nearly 
four thousand people were present. The scene was inde- 
scribably grand. The Bishop of Capetown preached, and I 
was with him in my robes. (I had dined with the Bishop at 
the Archdeacon's just before.) The Archbishop of York 
has courteously sent me several invitations to visit him, 

but our time will not permit me to do so We came 

on here to-day. Abel and I turned aside to Durham, and 
saw its strange, vast Cathedral and Bishop's castle (now a 
university). From here we are going over to "Erin." .... 

One letter more, and then for home! The journey has 
been fine, but we turn homeward gladly*. Your own loving 
father. 

The next two letters refer to Dean Stanley's famous Dean sumuy 
refusal to permit the Archbishop of Canterbury Kn&rniruur Abbey, 
the whole body of English, Colonial and American 
Bishops to nse Westminster Abbey for the closing 
service of the Conference. 

It is now admitted on all hands that the Dean of 
Westminster on this occasion not only made a great 
blunder, but gave a singular illustration of the breadth 
of view and wide sympathy (that included usually all 
sorts of religionists) with which his name is justly 
associated. 

The entire correspondence with Archbishop Longley, 
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Dean Stanley's letter of lame explanation and quasi- 
apology to the Bishop of Vermont (which is also 
printed in this volume), and the memorable and very 
severe reply of Bishop Hopkins, are given in full in 
the Appendix to the Life of Bishop Hopkins (pp. 
472-481). Very different was the feeling even of 
Broad Churchmen in England towards the Lambeth 
Conference in 1878.* 



J%e Dean of Westminster to the Bishop of Pittsburgh. 

My Dear Bishop of Pittsburgh^ — ^I much regret that you 
were not able to come to the Abbey yesterday. In case you 



*The following amnslDg epit- 
ome of the whole correspond- 
ence appeared at the time in the 



London CTiurefmian, It will also 
be found in the Life of Bishop 
HbphiMf p. 481 : 



Tfi£ DSAN*S MI8TAES. 

Arehblahop, 
Seventy-Biz Prelates to Lambeth have gone, 
Not from Bngland, and Scotland, and Ireland alone, 
Bat from all round the world ; and, in concord moat kind, 
The American Bishops are all of our mind. 
So in Westminster Abbey we*U all join in praise, 
If you, ¥r. Dean, no objection wiU raise. 

Bean, 
In Westminster Abbey the Synod sha*n't pray ; 
Don't suppose you're the Church :— so I, the Dean, say ; 
For what is Archbishop or Bishop to me. 
Or a few score of Prelates from over the sea,~ 
To me. Dean of Westminster, Arthur Stanley? 
For indeed some have not oome, although they were bid. 
And your objects you know not, discussions are hid. 
Would you only fix somethiner for me to approve, 
I'd receive you aU here in affection and love. 

Bishop of Vermont. 
By the laws of the Church a Dean's but a Dean, 
Not a Bishop, Archbishop, or Pope, as I ween ; 
He is bound to obey, and his province is small ;— 
You've mistaken the rank, Mr. Dean, of us all. 
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are still in London, I should be very glad to receive you at 

any other time that you would name before Friday, when I 

leave town. 

I take the opportunity of enclosing to you a letter to your 

President, who has, as I find, left England. I therefore shall 

be much obliged if in his absence you will kindly undertake 

to communicate its contents, as I would have desired the 

Bishop of Vermont, had he been stOl here, to the rest of your 

Episcopal brethren, in any public form which you think fit. 

I remain yours respectfully, 

A. P. Stanley. 

Deanery, Westminster, Oct. 1, 1867. 

[Copy of the Letter Enclosed.] 

» 

The Dean of Westminster to the Bishop of Vermont, 

Deanery, Westminster, Oct. 1, 1867. 

My Dear Lord Bishop^ — ^Understanding that there has been 
some misapprehension on the part of the American bishops 
as to their invitation to a service in Westminster Abbey, I 
beg that you will do me the favor of communicating the 
following statement, in as public a way as you may think fit, 
to your Episcopal brethren. 

It was impossible for me, as guardian of a building like the tju Dean*s rea- 
Abbey, which belongs to the whole Church and people of^Mrtfm- 
England, to take the responsibility of giving its sanction to a 
meeting which included only a portion of the English bishops, 
and of which the objects were undefined, the issues unknown, 
and the discussions secret. [I] 

But I was so anxious to show every courtesy to the Bishops 
from the United States, that, chiefly on their own account, 
as I particularly specified in my letter to the Archbishop of 
Canterbury, I so far deviated from the usual rules which 
guide the services in the Abbey as to propose the use of the 
Abbey for a service which should gather them there either 
for some specific object of usefulness or charity, or for the 
general promotion of good-will and edification amongst all 
members of the Anglican Communion* I was encouraged 
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the more to make this offer by the pledge that I had received 
that no questions exciting party differences should be intro- 
duced into the meetings, and I was therefore in hopes that 
His Grace would have felt himself able to accept a proposal 
which I had reason to believe would be gratifying to our 
American brethren. 

This proposal was, however, declined ; and I must there* 
fore, through you, beg to express my regret that such an 
opportunity was lost of cultivating those feelings of amity 
between the two countries which are at all times so welcome* 

The circumstances of the severe domestic affliction which 
has recently befallen us,' whilst they prevented me from show- 
ing that hospitality which I should otherwise have offered to 
you, make me doubly anxious that, in a country from which 
we have received expressions of such sincere sympathy, there 
should be no misunderstanding as to the cordial desire that I 
entertain to welcome Americans on all occasions to our Joint 
national sanctuary. 

I trust that on some future occasion I may take the oppor- 
tunity of renewing personally my assurance of the pleasure 
which it will ever give me to receive the citizens of a nation 
in which we must always feel peculiar interest. I beg to 

remain, yours faitlifully, 

A. P. Stanley, 

The Archbishop of Canterbury to the Bishop of Pittsburgh. 

Addington Park, Croydon, Oct. 8, 1868. 

My Bight Bev. and Dear Brother^— 1 have to thank you 
much for your considerate attention in sending me a copy of 
the Journal of the Third Annual Convention in your Diocese. 
I have looked through it with much interest; and I was 
particularly gratified by the passage in your address respecting 
the Lambeth Conference. It was a great experiment; and 
we cannot be too thankful to God that He granted it such an 
amount of success. It has been very agreeable to hear from 

> [Tho death of Sir Frederick Brace, son of the Earl of Elgin, and 
brother of Lady Angnsia Stanley.] 
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other qoarters also in the United States what an impression 
it has produced there. Your vindication of the English 
bishops and clergy, too, from what yoa seem to represent as 
attacks upon them from some of your countrymen, is very 
seasonable and welcome. Belieye me, my Bight Bey. and 
dear brother, yours affectionately in Christ, 

C. T. Cantuar.* 

The Bishop of PitUhurgh to the BUhop of Maryland. 

Steamer CUy of Washington^ Nov. 23, 1867. 

My Very Dear Bishop^ — Will you accept a pencil letter ? /««i»wj«w o/ 

Ink is not the easiest writing-material on shipboard "^ Conference. 

How much i have enjoyed the journey, I need not try to tell 
you. I wish I could convey in a letter my thoughts about 
the Conference. I feel, as we all felt, that to be there was 
well worth the journey and all it cost every way. The 
seventy-six bishops in that memorable ^^ Lambeth Chapel," 
and then in the hall— so many of them the men we have heurd 
so much of at home — all earnest, bent on duty to Christ and 
His Church, coming up from all quarters of the globe, made 
an assemblage which one felt had had no equal in all the 
centuries before of the English Church. The Archbishop 
presided with great courtesy and fairness. The resolves and 
the Pastoral Address are, I think you will say, significant. 
(Archbishop Manning preached upon the Pastoral, and said 
it was the most important document for ages from the Church 
-of England.) But only full details, such as a conversation 
might give you, could mak« the impression you ought to have. 
Sometimes there was peril in the Conference from the deep, 
strong feeling stirred ; very often there was deep seriousness 
when some grave principle was discussed. There was always 
loving courtesy. 

Some of the English bishops felt as officers of the State 
when the Bishop of Capetown and the other Colonial bishops 
urged that Colenso should be explicitly condemned. This 

* [Seepoitt Chapter XXII, for a fitcsimlle of the concluding words of 
this letter.] 



470 LIFE OF BISHOP KBRFOOT. [Chap, XVL 

Uiey objected to, as pronounciDg where the '^ courts of the 
realm " had decided that no tribunal save themselves could 
speak, and where the issue of Colenso^s orthodoxy had not 
yet been tried. There was no coarse Erastianism in any ; in 
two or three there was undue subserviency to ^^ State"; in 
several more a feeling of duty (to the State) to wait yet a 
while ; but in all there was, I think, real, sound love of the 
truth; no sympathy with Golenso's errors, though some 
feeling that he had been rather summarily dealt with. Our 
American Church's position was made well known* We 
were all ready for any decided action the Englieh bishops 
could and would take ; but it was not for us to urge them to 

do more than they felt they now could do 

The English bishops and the Colonial bishops (one had to 
see) were learning lessons of the Church's independence and 
life and power from the whole debate. The English bishops 
told the Colonial bishops : *' Go on and act for yourselves, 
as you are free and able to do ; don't ask us ; we can't," etc. 
The Colonial bishops were unwillingly learning that they 
must not look to the Church in England, and her ecclesiasti- 
cal courts, for the help and support they craved in maintaining 
the faith. 
BUTuip Oray, I saw very much of the Bishop of Capetown, and I told 
him (hat he and his Colonial brethren were learning to do as 
we are doing — witnessing for the faith and seeking no aid 
from courts and judges whose decrees cannot be the Church's 
dependence in such needs. I felt that the Colonial bishops 
needed to rid themselves of their craving for such home help. 
I believe they all felt this. . . . The Bishop of Capetown has 
suffered much in mind and health from his trials. He is a 
noble, loving soul; and he and the others said that the 
American bishops were their great comfort and strength in 
this trial and in that Conference. Indeed, then and there, and 
everywhere since, we were most abundantly and lovingly 
assured of the help and comfort our coming had given to 
sound, earnest Churchmen. 
Dt, Pusey. xhiB was not SO as to Dr. Pusey and his present supporters. 
He and they gave forth very distinct warnings against any 
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closer communion with the American Church. We all re- 
ceived by mail, as soon as we arrived, copies of a fresh 
reprint of Dr. Pusey's " Preface and Postscript " to Essays on 
Reunion^ issued three or four months before. Those essays 
were from Anglicans, Greeks and Romanists. Dr. P. wrote 
the preface, and a postscript warning the English Church 
against the American Church as having fsdlen back from the 
faith, etc., of the Church in regard not only to the Athanasian 
Creed, but to the ordination of priests, absolution, confes- 
sion, etc., etc. And this, while Greeks and Romanists were 
welcomed. We (and the English bishops and clergy, too) 

were indignant at the insult Dr. Pusey's warmest 

friends of old in England have left him. Such men as 
Burgon, Freeman and the like, told me this in very full con- 
versations. They regard Dr. Pusey's present new teach- 
ings on doctrines (Eucharist, Confession, Virgin Mary, 
etc.) as most erroneous and hurtfril. They openly resist 
them. And they told me that his course has alienated the 
greater part of his old friends, and that his party is small, 
though noisy, as with us ; and that, as with us, they scoff at 
bishops, except when they can get any consent and help 
from them. One bishop in England and one in Scotland are 
all they can get. I got the Bishop of Brechin's volume on the 
XXXIX Articles (one volume out on XXI Articles). I have 
read it, and it is rank Romanism on all the main points, 
except the absolute necessity of being under the Pope. 

Sunday, 2 p. m. 

I saw much of the inside of the three Universities, and 
with great interest and profit. So of English parishes and 
their workings. I preached four times for the S. P. G. 
and held three public meetings for it ; and these duties and 
the urgent welcome everywhere opened parishes and their 
inner life and agencies to me. There is great life and zeal 
among the clergy. All say that the whole life of the 
Church of England has been renewed in the last twenty- 
five years. Of Mr. Freeman (the author of Princ. Div. j!^^^^^ 
Service) and of Mr. Burgon {Plain Commentary) I ^2l^ Mr.Burgm, 
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much. They and their like are at work as you and I 
would deske. I was inside of the Sisterhood work, and had 
interviews with the Ladies Superior of Glewer and of St. 
Peter's, Brompton. The latter has all the yuriues and not 
the extremes of Glewer. I hope to get help from St. Peter's. 
^I^^J^f^ Bishops Ellicott and E. H. Browne I saw much of. They 
are as gentle and lovely as they are strong. At Ely we 
spent All Saints' Day. The services were thrilling beyond 
any almost I have ever seen. In that grand old Cathedral, 
through which saints had sought and found the true life, it 
was very real to keep AU Saints^ Day. The afternoon was 
the annual missionary festival there, and I preached the 
sermon. In the morning the choral service and the Holy 

Communion were all we had or needed 

I was at the Wolverhampton Church Congress for two days, 
and at the grand meeting of workingmen. There (and at 
Lambeth) I saw much of the dear old Bishop of Lichfield [Dr. 
Lonsdale], who died fifteen days after he took leave of the 
Congress. He was a saintly patriarch, and a great admirer 
of our country. 
Bishop TaU. The Blshop of London (who is in poor health) impressed 
me as a very honest, earnest man, doing much good, and 
helping much true Church work, though very merciful to 
Broad Churchism. The Bishop of Oxford was all we have 
heard. He wrote the Pastoral. I was much pleased with 
suhop BamU- ^^® Bishop of Salisbury in the Conference, and I was at his 
^^' palace in Salisbury. He is a most earnest man. The Arch- 

bishop of Armagh, with whom I dined at his palace in 
Armagh, is amiable, not strong. I also dined in Dublin with 
Archbishop AxchbiBho]^ Trench. He is a very quiet, loving, winning 
* man, as well as an able one. Trinity College, Dublin, is 
very full of mental activity. I heard a Divinity Lecture there 
j)r. Lee Jrom Dr. Lee (author of iMpiration^ etc.); very profound 
and sound. Of him I saw a good deal, and of the Begins 
Professor of Divinity. Dr. Lee himself is a strong Church- 
man, but *'*' the Church as the teacher " and ^^ her creeds as 
the norm of thought," etc., need much more recognition in 
Trinity College than they have. But the tone is rising, I 
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think ; and the poor Church in Ireland needs some conscious- 
ness of her right to be " the Church " there, for the State will 
not long so recognize her. [It was disestablished the next 
year.] But I must stop, for I could run on in this fragment- 
ary way through more sheets. 

I think that I have learned much [next words illegible] that 
will make me a better workman in this great and spreading 
branch of the Saviour's Church. Our American Church is the 
hope of the Anglican Church now, as she is the best helper of 
the Church Catholic. With very best love, ever your own 

ffdthful son, 

J. B. K. 

The Bishop of Maryland to the Bishop of Pittsburgh^ 

Baltimore, Feast of Circumcision, 1868. 

My Own Very Dear Friend and Brother ^ — ^It is not a little 
pleasant to me that my first business in this beginning of the 
new year of the world's computation brings me into direct 
communication with one tohom I think hardly any day passes 
toUhout my having in conscious, loving remembrance 

I felt very deeply, however tardy in saying so, the great 
kindness of your full and most interesting account of your 
European experiences, in the pencilled letter from you on 
shipboard. It was the first and only communication of the 
kind that came to gratify my natural thirst for information 
concerning the inner life and work of the great conciliar assem- 
blage. Since then, Atkinson and Lay have been with me, and 
have freely talked about its matters. I, for one, am entirely BntirOjf Mtu- 
satisfied with what has been attained ; with what has been done,*^* 
and the way in which it has been done, and with what has not 
been done. My best anticipations have been surpassed in 
the publication of the Encyclical, and in the wonderful success 
obtained Id its composition. It will take at least thirty years 
to find out all that has been gained and done by that one 
document. I wish I could see as clearly what is to bo done, 
and what not to be done, in our own present complications. 
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^' Brother " Mcllvaine's frolics do not give me much im« 
easiness, except as they set all the magpies in the country 
a-chattering ;* but the ** declaration " of war by the Eleven^ 
and the counter manoeuvre of the formation of the ^'American 
Church Union," do give me searchings of heart; and I long 
much for an opportunity of talking them over fhlly with such 
an one as you. All here love you and yours as ever* God 
send you many "happy New Years " I Your loving, 

W. B. WHITTINaHAM. 



> [This bas reference to matters 
almost forgotten— the Cummins 
secession, ** Romanizing germs 
in the Prayer-Book/' the re- 
modelling of the baptismal sery* 
ice, the manifesto of the nine 



bishops, etc Not that all these 
tilings were then before the 
Chnrch, but they were parts of 
the same moTement and followed 
speedily upon one another. 
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CHAPTER XVn. 

BITUALI8M — EU0HABI8TI0 ADORATION, BTO.— BISHOP WHIT- 
tinoham'b ATTITUDB TOWABDS BITUALISM. 

The rise and growth of what is called Ritualism 
runs parallel with Bishop Kerfoot's Episcopate. The 
word itself dates from about the year 1865, being 
entirely nnknown in the earlier stages of the Tractarian 
movement. In 1865, or thereabout, an attempt began Eiteqfsuuai-. 
to be made to symbolize in a more marked manner ' 
than heretofore certain doctrines. New dresses for 
the officiating clergy, new attitudes, and various new 
ceremonies — some of them imposing and dignified, 
others quite the contrary — ^were introduced. These 
affected the popular mind and drew special attention 
to the external accessories of divine service. In 
England there had been great excitement on the 
subject, which continued for some years. Such a 
movement was well enough named 'Ritualism. JRiiual 
may be defined, according to Mr. Gladstone, as the 
clothing which, in some form and some degree, men 
naturally and inevitably give to the performance of 
the public duties of religion; JSitualismj on the other D^mtionqfrn 
hand, according to the same authority, means undue 
disposition to ritual — to the external part of divine 
worship.* But this itself, it must be remembered, was 



1 «« The word Hitiuilian is formed 
from the word Sitesy and therefore 
denotes some practice or practices 
connected with the rites of the 
Church. And by way of express- 



ing disapproval of these practices, 
on the part of those who coined 
the word, a termination is added 
the usnal force of which is de- 
rogatory, and indicates something 
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a reaction from the coldnees and baldness of the 
service as it had prevailed in England, and in a still 
greater degree in many parts of oar own land. So 
far as Bitnalism had to do with beautifying the chnrch 
edifice, and making the service warm and hearty— its 
^^^^^"^ sesthetic side — Bishop Kerfoot sympathized with it, 
2«^«««<-and, along with Dr. Muhlenberg and Bishop Whitting- 
ham, had been for many years working for those very 
ends. But closely connected with this Bitualism, 
strictly so-called, there sprang up the teaching of 
doctrines (especially about the Holy Eucharist and 
the use of confession — ^^sacramental confession") 
which in the opinion of many theologians both in 
England and America were distinctly non-Anglican 
— ^not in keeping with the teaching and spirit of the 
Book of Common Prayer and the XXXIX Articles 
of Eeligion. To these divines, these doctrines and 
practices seemed to savor of those very principles 
which the Church of England had deliberately cast oflf 
at the Reformation. This was the judgment of Bishop 
Eerfoot as well as that of most of his brethren in 
the House of Bishops. Perhaps every one of the 
bishops at that time agreed in the main with him; 
certainly Bishop Whittingham did, and the Bishop of 
Pittsburgh knew well, from much correspondence and 
long and intimate personal intercourse, that his brother 
or (as he preferred to say) his father, the Bishop of 
Maryland, was as fiiUy in accord with him as two 



BpnriouB and degenerate, as may 
be seen by its appearance in such 
words as pietism (a morbid form 
of piety), 8piritnali«i?« (a degen- 
erate spirituality), asceticism (an 



unhealthy exaggeration of the 
principle of self-denial)." — Goal- 
bam, FareioeU Counsels^ p. SO. 
London: 1867. Gladstone, &^n- 
ingSf etc, vL, p. 109. 
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thonghtful men are apt to be upon any burning 
subject. Bishop Kerfoot was well versed, too, in the 
great Anglican diyines : he had both studied them and 
taught them to the theological students under his 
charge, and he knew how strong— even vehement — 
those divines are on the differences between Borne 
and England. 

That Bishop Kerfoot was in accord with most of gj^gj^^ 
his brethren of the House of Bishops, in the early 
period of the contest with Kitualism, is known not 
only from their various annual addresses and chargeS| 
but also from the famous Declaration of 1867, which 
has now, perhaps, almost faded from the memory of 
many Churchmen. This declaration, after being first 
privately circulated through the post-office, received 
the signature of twenty-eight bishops, and was then 
published and scattered broadcast. It caused much 
talk at the time, but seems to have accomplished little. 
Some sentences of the document, too, sound strange 
in these days, when we look back more calmly upon 
the whole movement and can sift the good from the 
bad. Indeed, if it be possible for bishops to be un- 
necessarily alarmed, one might venture to say that 
there are traces of such a state of mind in this 
declaration. But it is not fair to expect in 1867 
what seems natural enough in 1885 ; ' nor should 
we forget that we may owe more than is commonly 
supposed to the attitude maintained by almost all 
the bishops on this question in those earlier years. 



>Who, in 1867, would haye 
dreamed that In 1885 the Bey. 
Dr. S. H. Tyng, a great leader of 
the Low-Church party, would be 



carried to his grave from SL 
Otorg^% Churchy N. Y., preceded 
by surpliced choristers ? 
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when there was bo much excitement. At any rate, it 
is plain that a reaction has set in, and extravagancies 
of all kinds are condemned and reproved by some of 
the leading Eitnalists themselves. 

The committee which drew np the declaration^ and 
obtained the signatures consisted of Bishops Kemper, 
Williams and Coxe (the latter acting as secretary). 
Among the twenty-eight signers we do not find the 
names of Bishops Hopkins, Whittingham, H. Potter 
and Stevens, and a few others. But Bishop Coxe is 
careful to say in his prefatory note, dated Buffalo, 
Jan. 10, 1867 : 

As in the '' Colenso case,'' several of the bishops object to 
this form of meeting an evil which they deeply deplore ; but 
not one of the bishops heard from has expressed any sympathy 
with the Ritualistic movement. The reverse is the fact. 

A. Cleveland Coxe, Secretary. 

Atuutdeofthe ^^^> then, was the attitude of the bishops. No one 

biahape. wanted Ritualism introduced into his Diocese; most 

were resolved to do what they could to keep it from 

effecting an entrance. This chapter will be concerned 

with the opinions and convictions of Bishop Kerfoot 

on the general subject, for which purpose considerable 

material is available outside of his published addresses 

and charges. 

The following correspondence with the venerable 

Prof, s.B.john^ ^^^ justly beloved Professor S. E. Johnson, of the 

i^on kiimi^ General Theological Seminary, touching as it does 



^The actual 
document is, 



penman of the 
of conrse, not 
known. It was, rightly or 
wrongly, attribnted by popular 
rumor to a distinguished pro- 
fessor of theology in Nashotah. 



The whole declaration will be 
found reprinted in Chapter X of 
Dr. C. H. HalPs True Proiettant 
EitualUmj being a review of a 
book entitled '' The Law ofEiiual' 
ism " : Philadelphia, 1867. 
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upon the whole subject in a general way, will show 
better than anything else how Bishop Kerfoot looked 
at some of the questions in dispute. Professor John- 
son's admirable and interesting letter is first given, 
partly because it treats the general subject so ably 
and in such a beautiful tone and temper (as Bishop 
Kerfoot could not but admit), and also as a necessary 
introduction to the bishop's reply. 

The Rev. 8. R, Johnson, D. D., to the Bishop of Pittsburgh. 

New York, General Theoloojcal Seminary, 

Tebruary 7, 1867. 

My Dear Bishop Kerfoot,— 1 am persuaded that you will be 
very much pleased with the Bev. Joseph D. Wilson.^ He is 
a superior man in ability, and very superior in working 
capacity. I bave always heard of him as being a very good 
Churchman of the old-&8hioned type 

I do not wish to intrude my ideas, my dear Bishop ; but as I 
heard you were very timid about any advance in robes, pro- 
cessions, and other ritual matters, and as you expressed as 
much in your letter to me, allow an old man who in the last 55 
years has lived through a great deal of unauthorized innwa^ 
tions, in which you freely took your proportion of liberty and 
advance, to add a word. This is an era of advanced knowl- 
edge and culture in taste and art— peculiarly so. It will be 
vain to attempt to keep the Church culture low when it is 



^[This passage Is allowed to 
stand because the clergyman re- 
ferred to afterwards attained an 
unpleasant notoriety. Starting 
as a rather ** High" Chnrchman, 
he seceded to the Cummins sect, 
and gave Bishop Kerfoot and the 
Diocese of Pittsburgh much 
trouble. In 1874 Bishop Kerfoot 
dellTcred and published an ad- 
dress at Calyary Church (of which 



Mr. Wilson had been rector) on 
the troubles of the parish, the 
Pi*ayer-Book, and the objections 
of the followers of Dr. Cummins 
to its phraseology. Bishop Whit- 
tingham was so pleased with 
Bishop Eerfoot's way of handling 
the subject, that he wrote to him 
for three hundred copies for dis- 
tribution.] 
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risen all aronnd. It will be undesirable as well as yam* 
The best should be given to the Lord. Oar worship shonld 
be the choicest expression of oar intellectaal, tastefal, pecu- 
niary wealth. 
iKmo9aium»iM xhe improvements in the past have been very great. JVoiv, 

on now fftMto^ jot 

^ approffed. yon and I rejoice in them. They were made withoat decrees 
of conventions or direction of bishops. Yoong America gave 
the impalse, and followed it up ; and the idea and the eastern 
recommended itself, and it became in time old, general 
cnstom, commonplace^ exciting no opposition, hardly re- 
mark. What became of our old clerks in their desk below the 
reading-desk ? What a fight we had over the chanting when 
first introdaced ! It was laoghed at as absurd, as innovation, 
as singing prose (as they called the Venite^ etc.); they 
mimicked the tone. Who dared chime the bells f How few 
had organs I We sat when we sang (except at the Gloria). 
Evergreens were stuck up, and the rich and graceful wreaths 
were opposed.' 



^ [This passage, which speaks of 
eyergreens being ** stuck up," In 
contrast with the present cnstom 
of graceftil wreaths, will be ob- 
scure to readers whose memories 
do not go back a good many years. 
It will be explained by the follow- 
ing quotation from another letter 
of Dr. Johnson on the same sub- 
ject of Ritualism to the Rev. 
Dr. Shelton. For permission to 
make this extract, I am indebted 
to Professor Johnson^s son, my 
friend, the Rey. Oeorge B. John- 
son, of Baltimore: **No ritual 
that I haye seen in our Church, 
superadded in these late days 
(with the single exception of a 
small, cheap church in the far 
northeast of our city, St. Alban^s, 
in which I haye not attended 
since the present rector's regime) 
—no advanced ritual in New Jer- 






sey or New York Diocese can eom- 
pare with the changes which were 
made so conspicuously in our own 
history, in the introduction of 
chanting (oh, how it was ridiculed 
when they first chanted the Fe- 
nito, etc. I) ; in the altering^ of the 
reading of the ante-communion 
seryice from the desk to the chan- 
cel ; in the change of all the desk 
and pulpit arrangements ; in the 
XaioUh decoration of Christmas 
(superseding the little bunches 
stuck in a gimlet-hole at the end 
of the pew); in the beautiful 
chimes (so popish I); in the rich 
adorning of flowers (now so gen- 
eral), and especially in preaching 
in the surplice; and in the long 
array of clerical processions in 
their white robes, chanting as 
they go."— i>r. Johmoti to Dr, 
Shelton, Jan. 13, 1867.] 
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What a shock when Manton Eastbum introduced Apostles' 
images (architectural) into the Church of the Ascension ! 
Who ever saw a picture or statuary in churches when you 
were a youth ? Bishop Griswold wrote a pastoral against the 
arrangements of the chancel and stand for the Bible and the 
small desk for prayers, standing up zealously for the big 
reading'desk and the bigger pulpit. What presumptuous 
Ritualist, without bishop's counsel, brought in the mediaeval 
stained windows 7 Dr. Turner took down the Cross from our 
chapel, and ridiculed the ^^ preposterous " star ; and yet a few 
weeks since the liev. Dr. Canfield, of Christ Church, Brooklyn, 
exulted in the beauty specially of his Epiphany star, made by 
the bright gaslights. Alas for the rich and varied altar- 
cloths 1 (see Bishop Coxe's Cathedral). Alas for the surplices 
which so largely supersede the black gown I Alas for the 
flowers which on Easter and other festivals adorn the altar, 
the font, the church! Dr. T. W. Coit, of Troy, pronounced 
severely against them, and there, after all, he was the other 
day leading on in a great demonstration of them in his 
church! No Boman crosses then disfigured the churches 
outside or inside ; but now they flourish in Dr. Tyng's and 
everywhere, even on the Unitarian meeting-house. If you 
go through Trenton, take a look at the Second Pxesbyterian 
Church and the cross all over the building. So in our cities 
of cultivated taste the choral service is found. You meet it 
in Kaperville, a little village of Illinois. See how the eighty 
surplieed priests walked in procession at the consecration of 
the Bishop of Maine, preceded by the forty choir boys in 
white garments, all chanting processional Psalms. I might 
multiply. And now, behold ! having freely indulged our tastes 
all these years, never ordered by a bishop, but joining in 
private movement, is it just or wise to say, *^ Hitherto and 
no farther"? Dr. Johnson of two generations past, and I 
of one, have had our way : we went ahead ; we had our 
liberty and our luxury, and now no one else shall have it! 
Best assured, my dear bishop, those good Churchmen who 
do this will, in five and ten years, find themselves encourag- 
ing much which now they oppose. And their strong and 
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happj influence will be abated when the j come straggling up, 
mortified, to try and reach the moving host of the Chorcb, 
which they thould haioe led on^ guiding and directing^ bat not 
contradicting the movement onward. 
inHfwn^qf Again, we are always, even to weariness, pronooncing 
6U '';^imUto« upon oxxc primitive Church : ^'Do the things which the primi' 
chvrch:* tive Church did"; *'Live the Ufe the noble Christians of 
that pure day lived"; ^^See where the coneeni of the one 
Christian Church before the separation took eflfect, would 
guide us." Now, what if your sons and converts take you 
and all of us — ^these good Churchmen — at their ward^ simply 
at their word? What if they find that the pronounced 
decrees and teachings of the true General Councils are un- 
known to us ? — documents which ought to be most precious 
to us, as the voice of Christ's general Church, which should 
lie on our tables, and be in our pockets, and should instruct 
in our churches, are utterly disregarded, nay, unknown, save 
to a few learned bishops, etc. ? Shall we chide the present 
generation for doing what we have been telling them to do 
for the last thirty years? And what if we be found in 
opposition to Christ^s primitive Church — to His one Church ? 
Is that consistent? is it right 7 Shall we side with radicals 
who believe in no Church but an invisible one, who virtually 
deny that article of the Creed in the sense in which they who 
put it in the Creed held it — ^the historic sense — of a visible 
organism ? 

But I need not go on. Your precedents in Maryland, 
your established and confessed principles, will guide you 
safely, I know. But I wilted up when I saw Bishop 
McCoskry's name ashing fwr depots of the ^^Evangelical 
Knowledge" in his Diocese, and I did not believe when 
they asserted in print that you had made similar over- 
tures. On the strength of your expressions in your letter, 
my dear bishop, I have taken the liberty to say some words 
unasked. Indulge me, and, if I have offended, pardon me. 
I am myself old-fashioned. I keep my ways without much 
conscious variation, except as I move with the masses. But 
I am a Mend to liberty^ just and reasonable liberty, Just as 
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much liberty as we have ourselves indulged in, as I Imve Just and ntuon- 
represented. And I am not unfriendly to improvement and "^ ***^^* 
advance. I do not think candlesticks on the altar, even if 
lighted, bowmg more frequently at Jesus' name (as the old 
English emigrants do), crossing ourselves, as the early 
Christians undoubtedly did (the figure of the Cross did not 
come in till much later), a new robe (new to us) for the Holy 
Communion, reverence at the sacrament such as Beveridge, 
Jeremy Taylor, Bishop Andrewes, justified, etc., are more 
than half equal in amount and obtrusiveness,, to the eye of the 
congregation, to the innovations which have been made in 
my past history, and which we consent to at this present 
time, and helped along when they came. Have we forgotten 
the chaste, attractive ways of the chapel at Whitesione^ the 
seven hours and the Antelucan (3 o'clock in the morning) 
service of the Holy Week — the new services? To be sure, 
that was institutional life, but it helped ideas forward wonder- 
fully. Yet our dear Dr. Muhlenberg (who holds the same 
ideas about the Church of Christ as the Quakers) falls back 
upon no more ancient or Catholic basis than poor Lutheranism. 
The deniers (and destroyers, even if not deniers in words) of 
the principle of the Apostolic Succession and ministry will 
never let our good Church bishops have influence with them, mgh-vhurch 
They may use them for an occasion: tiiey will not have confi- ^^!^^%ipaw 
dence in them. These bishops will not influence the Low ^<^ injfuena. 

Churchmen. Again, if, like Bishop X , they throw away 

half the influence they had among the strong Churchmen, and 
do it needlessly, when not pressed with any diocesan case 
requiring counsel or discipline, threatening and persecuting 
in tone, and, contrary to the Apostolic canon, threatening 
excommunication, when displacement had been inflicted 
already — ^punishing twice— a rule which (harresco referena !) 
excommunicated the saintly Keble (the bishop thus becoming 
more guilty than the boy candidate reverentially following a 
great master) — ^if they will do such things, I mourn for it, 
that they kill half their choicest influence in the Church of 
€K>d. But my sheet is full. God gidde and bless the Church 
and aU in it! Affectionately, S. B. Johnbox. 
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P. &•— I wish you to recognize the fieict, to show the exten- 
siyeness of the Ritual adyan<ie, that in our country Dr. Muh- 
lenberg began it, and was called a Papist in the Protestant- 
Episcopalian paper; and that the Low-Church Bishop 
Hopkins (no crude youth), our chief bishop, whose fiercest 
book is against Borne, is Seabury's old foe : The NoveUies^ 
etc. 

The Bishop of Pittsburgh to the Rev. Dr, S. R. Johnson. 

Pittsburgh, Pa., Feb. 9, 1867. 

My Dear Dr, Johnson^'^MBUj thanks for your prompt and 
kind letter. It came to-day, and I answer it at once, for I 
like the letter exceedingl}', and not least because it assures 
me of my hold on the confidence and afi*ection of my dear old 
friend and preceptor. 

First, about Mr. Wilson. I will get him out here if I can. 
The parish for which I inquire has in itself and its vestry 
.... antagonistic elements, now working peacefully. All 
come trustfully to me to help them to get the right man /or 
that place. I will lead them to the choice of a good Church- 
man, where a Low Churchman has just been ; but I wish to 
find a man who will promote Church godliness by promoting 
Church peace. From your word of Mr. W., I should trust him. 

Now, from my heart I thank you for your full and free 

Agrees with Dr. •> j j j 

Jofauon, words about Bitualism. Your letter, with scarcely an excep- 

tion, expresses my convictions and principles^ so far as you 
go in the letter. But I do venture to say that your letter 
stops short of the whole that needs to be said. 

Certainly the age, society, the Church, are all advancing in 
SBsthetics. Thank God for it! I grew up among such 
things, as you say, and have gone on in them. I am more 
than willing that others, young and old, should go on, and I 
will go on, too. And I reprobate the tyranny which, in 
" High " or " Low," makes its own taste or its own attain- 
ment the law for others. And, of course, asthetical changes 
come on without and in spite of law or authority. I rejoice 
in ^* Church culture," and have been busy in it thirty years. 
So, too, I go back for Church doctrine and principles and 
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govemment to the primitive and early, ascertained Catholic 
usages ; though not to what any fanciful and wilful mind 
picks up and declares ^^ Catholic." I am, I imagine, in doc- 
trine and principles and tastes, just about such a Churchman 
as my dear friend, Dr. Johnson ; just such as I have been 
for twenty-five of my thirty years' ministry. (I difter in 
toto as to Church polity and its practice from Dr. Muhlenberg.) 

But, my dear friend, you leave the great points out of your 
letter. It is not aesthetics and liberty and culture which are 
in dispute, but it is charity and obedience and truth that are 
in peril. 

This Ritualistic movement is a self-willed, selfish, insubor- oijectioM to 
dinate one. It is not the utterance of a new or higher life, ^^a« w^m«n5. 
of a warmer devotion. It does not consult for the safety and 
edification of souls ; if it did, it would move more gently ; it 
would not make Church piety put on forms foreign to our 
national Church-life and tastes. It is — and this I strongly 
condemn — a senseless and needless attempt to put our Ameri- 
can Church-life, and its growth and its proper ritualism (and 
so, logically, its very doctrines), under English rubrics which 
we discarded, and under English courts and their decrees 
which take from our poor Mother Church the freedom to pro- 
tect her creeds touching the Godhead of Christ, and her free 
progress in providing just whatever ritual her soul asks for. 
I utterly deny any obligation, any right, to permit or to 
enjoin, or to forbid, anything in the English rubrics and 
canons. We bow only to our own Prayer-Book, our own 
canons, and the decrees and laws, etc., of the four (or six) 
general councils. Their discipline we keep in principle and 
modify in application. Thus we American Catholics will 
work out our own ritual freely, nationally and naturally, 
subordinately, charitably to tender souls. We will not rush 
on to make such an excess of outside to religion. Above all 
we will not make ritualism the designed and well-planned 
instrument for corrupting the doctrine of Christ and His 
Church. 

For this last, my dear doctor, is the pointy and of it you say 
not one word. By books written and printed in this country 
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Wrong doetriMtji^ bv Others imported; by secret organizations dissemi- 
nating themselyes and their books into parishes and Dioceses 
which some of us are bound to guard ; by postures, gestures, 
bowings and turnings — ^almost prostrations— unprecedented 
among us, not merely lestbetic, but unmistakable in meaning 
and effect, meant to embody, express and teach fiilse 
doctrine ; by ayowals (made to me by a leader in this move- 
ment) of the purpose to ^* carry the Church back where she 
reformed too far," three centuries ago; by mutilating the 
Communion office, leaving out the second half of the formula 
in giving the bread and wine . . • • in all these ways fatal 
corruptions of the truth are designedly brought in. Of course 
these men (worthy, some of them, of all praise in other 
things) think they teach truth. But they call that truth 
which you helped to teach me to condemn, and which I 
believe and know to be gross error. Transubstantiation, and 
its consequent idolatry, mariolatry ; purgatory, and auricular 
confession as an habitual, necessary thing — these errors — ^in 
their germs, at least — it is the mind and purpose of some 
Ritualists to insinuate among us. Their books of prayers and 
of teachings, and their ^^ aesthetics," prove this. On these 
points opeuy oral teachings are indistinct, practical ^^ aesthetics" 
very significant, and books are outspoken enough. Let any 
man have any natural, American, Christian (not Jewish or 
English) ritual he finds expressive and promotive of his devo- 
tions (and not too startling to fellow-members, just yet 
a while), if only he holds and teaches the truth distinctly on 
all points, and not the least on those points where his 
aesthetics may perplex or mislead others— perhaps himself* 
Let him love, hold and teach aU Church doctrine, offices and 
articles. Let him abide within the Church's limits of doc- 
trine, law and use honestly^ and bring out all of her truth 
equally. He may then praise or pray — or even play — ^in 
Church ^* aesthetically " to his heart's content, so far as I 
am concerned. And, my dear friend, who know and love the 
truth so honestly and so intelligently, may I venture to ask, 
have you thought of this peril as much as might be well ? 
I will mail you a badly printed copy of my sermon at 
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Bishop Armitage's consecration. It speaks distinctly enough 
of my holdings and teachings about the ministry and Church. 
I am a very High Churchman; but I abhor popish corruptions 
of true doctrines and popish craft in interpreting documents, 
standards and promises (e. g.^ Tract No. 90). I think Bishop 
(of whom you spoke) too fast and too severe — prospect- 
ively, too — ^about poor young, misled candidates. I believe 
that-— in actually dealing with the cases — ^he would take such 
young brethren to his home and study, and cure them. I 
would try to do this. But, till cured of two bad symptoms — 
1. Wrong doctrine or a hankering after it; 2. A darkened 
conscience that tries to see it right to twist solemn words out 
of their true sense, and to make pledges at the altar of God 
with double meaning — till the young man was cured of these 

ill-boding diseases, I would never ordain him I learned 

when a presbyter under Bishop Whittingham to require an 

ex'onitno assent and consent to every part of the Prayer- 

Book offices and the XXxix Articles from every one to be 

ordained. In Bishop Coxe's condemnation of the Eirenicon T/u Eirenicon. 

as a snare to men's consciences and feet (for that book will 

lure to evil, unless its utter inconsistency with itself robs it of 

every lasting power), I fully agree. Keble was and is a 

sunt, we are all sure ; but were we actually now in Borne, 

we should have the liberty to doubt the impeccability, and 

even the exemption from error, for a few years, of such a saint 

until some real Pope canonized him ! . • . . I revere Keble ; 

but I think that he could be, and that he was, mistaken, and 

that it was a poor business to get the dying saint to 

change words that had had his sanction all the years of his 
health and vigor.' 

I am not afraid, my dear friend, of being left behind — at 
least from any such cause as my dissent from any Ritualism 
that aims or that must surely tend to corrupt doctrine. In all 
else I not only accord, but in my official course I secure, 



1 [Alluding, of coarse, to the 
celebrated change in The Chris- 
tian Tear, made by the poet on 



his death-bed, from ** present in 
the heart, not in the hand," to 
**<Minthe hand.** 
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fireedom. I like much more Bitoalism than I commonly 
meet— of a sensible, Church-like sort, however. But yoa 
Church-folk in New York must remember that a tUKe of what 
you do or allow breaks up new congregationa out here and west 
utlS^!aif^ ^f «*• I* ^ ^^^ *^® Ik>w-Church bishops who object the most : 
m^fjhvinK it is the highest among us — almost every one of them. I 
have had out here an honest, earnest, laborious young deacon, 
who was so stubbornly conscientious in his ^^ esthetics '* that 
he nearly broke up two of my best missions, and I had to 
remove him to the close supervision of a priest who could 
appreciate and control him. If I can get common sense into 
him instead of his *' aesthetics,^' he will do well. 
He had nothing As to the E. K. Society and the accuracy and veracity of 
Efx^s, its report and speeches, I sent an article a week ago to the 
Episcopalian which will vindicate your disbelief of its story 
about me. And as to influence j may God give me only that 
which fidelity to my vows and to His holy truth may merit 
and win ! I wish no other. I pray that I may not let that 
subtlest of bribes, influence — ^more enticing far tiian money- 
buy my compliance or my silence. 

This cesthetical movement will do good ; it might do all 
this and escape evil-doing, if it were charitable, duUful, truth- 
ful. If ^'High Churchmen " run after it, as it is (and four- 
fifths of them do not and will not) ; if they ^^ read us out " 
because we will not fall into ranks and march forward at 
^Hap of drum," the more the pity for them, say I, my own 
dear old friend, who has no theological son more loving and 
true than his pupil of thirty and more years ago, who, with 
much-needed apologies for this too long letter, signs himself 
most truly and affectionately, 

J. B. Kebfoot. 

''Bucharistic What follows IB an extract from a letter on "Eu- 

Adoratton. 

charistic Adoration" — a misleading and ambiguous 
term. The letter (dated April 13, 1869) was addressed 
to Mr. Joseph Kichey, then a candidate for Holy 
Orders from the Diocese of Pittsburgh, who was pur- 
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suing his studies at the General Theological Seminary 
in New York. It is in reality a tolerably fall review 
of Mr. Keble's well-known treatise, and it brings out 
Bishop Kerfoot's mind on that intricate topic, so much 
discussed some years ago. The whole letter was 
copied for this chapter and actually sent to the 
printer, but afterwards withdrawn for want of room. 
It is one of many examples that might be adduced of 
the interest the bishop would take in his candidates, 
and the busy hours he would bestow upon them, 
when he had reason to think his advice would be 
kindly received. The candidate to whom this letter 
was written, afterwards so well known and so justly 
beloved in Maryland as rector of Mount Calvary 
Church, Baltimore, was himself of a frank, ingenuous 
nature, full of burning zeal, firm in his convictions, 
and fearless and outspoken in maintaining them. 
Room can be made for only the follovdng short 
quotations : 

.... Putting "super" and "supra" on to words that 
mean place^ or else mean and prove nothing, cannot and does 
not exclude .... the idea of locality } 

Now, the remedy for all this is not to rationalize in this 
vain attempt to solve the mystery. Perilous error comes in, 
whatever be the direction that the rationalism takes 



1 [Bishop Eerfoot alludes to a 
mode of speech yeiy popular at 
that time. Oar Lord was present, 
it was said, on the altar, and in 
the elements in a ** snpra-local" 
manner. For some canstic re- 
marks by Bishop ThirlwaU on 



the mental condition which is 
able to use snch expressions as 
in and therein^ and *'the yessel 
which eontainty^^ and yet fancy 
that no idea of locality is con- 
yeyed, see his famous Charge of 
October, 1889, pp. 62, 68.] 
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Ton quote the one little sentence from Bishop Andrewesi 
so incessantly referred to (and all that can be got oat of his 
writings Keble quotes, p. 200). That language was contro- 
versial, and its meaning is right. I adopt it ; for it does not 
say that some peculiar or difierent worship is given to Christ 
H^xVt^!^!^'^ the Sacrament, but that He *4n and with" and ^^out of 
and apart from " the Sacrament is always, everywhere, to be 
worshipped. Surely He u. I try to worship Him ^^ in and 
with,*' ^^out of and apart from," the Eucharist. Keble's 
meaning is that He is ^^ in and toi^A," as He is not '' out of 
and apart from," the Sacrament to be worshipped. He is 
(dways to be worshipped, as being omnipresent, as being 
specially on His throne, at His Father's right hand. Bishop 
Andre wes's Devotions (see pp. 228-237 of the London edit. 
1848) before and after Holy Communion prove that he did 

practise this dogma Of course we ^^ worship " in this 

act with the most unwonted nearness of access. (Here terms 
of local approach are used as Holy Scripture uses them.) 
We ^^ worship Him " ; we worship then and there Him who 
is present everywhere, and who, in this great service, is very 
near to hear and bless us ; but we define and explain nothing, 
because we know nothing about the logic or the place of His 
presence. The rapt devotion of holy souls which I have seen 
in this Holy Sacrament, in the utter absence and rejection of 
all such logic, even Mr. Keble could not exceed. The Frayer- 
Book enjoins all the acts of **• reverence " which an obedient 
Churchman will do; and stirs the highest *^ worship" of 
devout souls to Him^ while it forbids all logic about the 
mystery of the presence which enters into the inmost soul of 
the humble believer, as it fills His whole house, while He 
gives Himself to those who come to receive Him, and 



1 [t^Imo Chrigtus ipse Bacramenti 
res, in, et cum Sacramento; extra, 
et Bine Sacramento, abi ubi est, 
adarandus est. Rex antem Chris- 
tum in Encharistia vere prae- 
terUemj vere et adorandtim statnit, 
rem scilicet Bacramenti ; at non 



Sacramentnm, terrenam scilicet 
partem^ ut Irenaens ; visibUem^ nt 
Angastinns." Responsio ad 
Apologiam Cardinalis Bellarmini. 
— Works of Lancelot Andrewes, 
Vol. Vm, p. 266, Oxford, 1854.] 
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who, in such seeking and receiving, give the true worship He 

asks. 

.... I will only add the request that you read Freeman, 

Principles of Divine Service, Introduction to Part II, pp. 

142-146, etc., etc., .... and by all means Dean Groulbum's 

Office of the Holy Communion Fill your heart and 

mind with the Prayer-Book Go to Dr. Seabury. Ask ^. ^i««*«ry 

him to teach you minutely and fully. I will write to him, 

too. If he were well, I would even ask you to inquire 

whether my lessons are not just what he would give you. 

He is the strongest man in theology I know in this land. 

Perhaps Bishop Whittingham* is his equal. He is very 

strong in his Churchmanship, but very sound If this 

correspondence makes the way clear, I wish to have you 

work out here. If not, my message through your uncle 

gives you the assurance that your way will not be blocked 

up God bless and guide you ! Truly and affectionately 

your friend and bishop, 

J. B. Kbrfoot. 

Bishop Kerfoot had a warm affection for Dr. 
Samuel Seabury, and a very high opinion of his 
learning and ability, as the above letter shows. 
Several interesting letters passed between the two on 
Kitualistic questions and on the affairs of the Theo- 
logical Seminary. Dr. Seabury, editor of the New 
York Churchman in old times, and famous as the 



1 [Bishop Whittingham (as the 
present writer knows from the 
bishop^s own lips) agreed with 
Bishop Kerfoot abont Mr. Eeble's 
book. Dr. Brand says (Vol. II, 
p. 842): *«When this treatise 
first appeared, a friend in whose 
theological knowledge and in 
whose Judgment the bishop liad 
ftill confidence, gave to him an 



outline of the arguments. Know- 
ing well that Tie could not be led to 
Mr, KebWa eoneltuions, he would 
not examine his' book, for he 
would not disturb his feeling of 
reverence and love for the poet 
by a mental controversy with the 
theologian." The friend, whom 
Dr. Brand does not mention, was 
Bishop Kerfoot] 
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foe of the Evangelical party, was eqnally nncompro- 
mifiing as an opponent of the doctrinal excesses of the 
Bitnalistic movement, as is made very plain by his 
valuable volume of Discourses^ etc., edited by his son. 
Prof. W. J. Seabury (New York, 1874). In one of 
his letters to Bishop Kerfoot, dated General Theologi- 
cal Seminary, Jan. 3d, 1870, Dr. Seabury writes: 

My Dear Bishop^— • • . . I am glad you are pleased with 
my article in the Churck Journal of the 22d ult. I have 
written another [also on Ritualism] in the next x>aper, that 
of the 5th inst., which will tax your Episcopal gravity, and 
perhaps bring on me the rebuke of my superiors. But 

Spectatum admisBi risum teneatis amici ? 
I cannot help laughing at their antics sometimes 

In the Life of Bishop Whitiingliam (Vol. I, p. 
298) will be found an interesting letter written to 
Kerfoot, in 1843, about " Symbolism " — i, «., what is 
now known as Eitualism : 

Bp. WMtting- Fray be ver^ cautious about your externals. Do not give 
againsTml ^ in to the desire to symbolize. I have heard much from many 
'^**^' quarters about the '* popish doings" at St. Jameses. The 

least thing is perverted, distorted, magnified, until it becomes 
to the silly imaginations of the vulgar herd of soi-disant 
Protestants an enormous corruption. Fray eschew anything 
capable of such abuse, to the very extent of your ability. I 
have had to fight battle after battle for your candlestick 
already. If they had known that your hall lamp was kept 
burning all Christmas Day, it would have blown the Hall up. 
Dwight and Mrs. Tilghman would ruin us, could they have 
their way. Fray keep them with a tight rein. You know 
my views on these matters ; but we cannot afford to destroy 
such an undertaking as St. James's for the sake of those 
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garnitures which can be most easily brought in when the 
school has established itself, as, please God, it will before 
many years, or even months, roll round. Charge Dwight, as 
he loves me, to behave himself, and beware of the oratory, 
which I had to pull down with my own Episcopal hands, and 
all other such enormities. They are the very hark of 
Catholicity. Let us strive for the pith and sap. The bark 
will grow of itself afterwards. 

K the youthful presbyter and disciple of Dr. 
Muhlenberg needed these wise cautious in 1843, he 
certainly profited by them, and took the idea which 
his bishop pleasantly and gracefully conveyed. There 
was never any excess of symbolism or ritualism after 
that at St. James's. 

As Bishop of Pittahurghj and as a practical man, 
he knew that doings and methods which might be 
harmless, or even useful in New York and Phila- 
delphia, would prove obstacles to Church progress in 
Western Pennsylvania. The following letter (selected 
from a number of like character) shows that he took 
in Pittsburgh the same view of these things that 
Bishop Whittingham had expressed in Maryland in 
1843: 

The Bishop of PitUburgh to the Bev. Dr. Dix» 

November, 1872. 

My Dear Dr, Dix^ — Your note of the 23d came to-day and 
fuUy requites any satisfaction that mine may have given 
you. Its reception in the same moment with another that 
gives me anxiety suggests this request to you. A nice parish 
in the northern part of my Diocese is vacant. It has a 
beautiful church, free from any debt. It is in a fine town, 
and has an excellent flock, and offers $1200 salary. It needs 
a man — ^without much family — of zeal, good sense, and 
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Thij^nmofm^ agreeable desk and pulpit powers. He must have none of 

*putt£tiSh *** ^0 ^^^ fiuicies. Out here, such a man would be as likely to 

succeed as a box of lucifer matches in a powder-mill. Hearty 

Frayer-Book teaching and modes are everywhere here 

acceptable, but ^'advanced" ideas and gestures make 

mischief right off. Such a man as you would call a little 

* Wow," who would be loyal to the Church and to this Diocese, 

and who is earnest and industrious, would do well. Are there 

not some such manly young clergy who had better come out 

of the city? If you know any such, I have this place and 

two others — each of these two others gives about $900 — 

where they might do fine work and rise in a short time in 

every way. Will you tell me of any such P— and oblige yours 

with sincere regard and affection, 

John B. Kbbfoot. 

hammdB^ The noxt letter, written near the end of his life, 
yaiitm. refers to a matter which Bishop Kerfoot, in common 
with other friends of Bishop Whittingham, in Balti- 
more and elsewhere, took much to heart. The letter 
is printed with regret, but it did not seem right to 
withhold it. The reputation of Bishop Whittingham 
is too dear to his friends, and the real opinions of such 
a man are too important to the Church at large, to 
allow serious misconception and public misstatements 
to go uncorrected. Those who assume the responsi- 
bility of making inaccurate assertions have only them- 
selves to blame for the dilemma in which they place 
themselves. 

Bishop Whittingham died in Orange, New Jersey, 
on Friday, the 17th of October, 1879. On the Sunday 
following, October 19th, before his body was yet laid 
in the grave^ a sermon was preached in Mount Calvary 
Church, Baltimore, and published in the daily paperB 
and in a Baltimore Church paper (and the correctness 
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of the report has never been publicly denied), in 
which the preacher, among other things, spoke as 
follows : 

This was the bishop's church, and here, we may believe 
(no matter what others may say about us, for we know), his 
heflrt was* Here the teaching was in accordance with his 
constant testimony; here the services were conducted by those 
whom he had instructed. .... He approved Mr. Bichey's 
work ; he approved his methods,' etc. You know how he has 
stood for you and your pastors before ; how in every emer- 
gency you have been able to feel that, as your teaching and 
practices were those of the Catholic Church, he would never 
condemn them, nor let your clergy suffer, .... etc., etc. 

This was very startling to Bishop Whittingham's 
friends, for his numerous contests for years with the 
Mount Calvary clergy were notorious ; his opinions on 
Kitualism, etc., were no secret; it was known that 
he had withdrawn from regular attendance at that 
church, finding the modes of service disagreeable to 
him, and not wishing to appear to give his Episcopal 
saaction to what went on; he had withdrawn his 
family from Mount Calvary and placed them under 
the pastoral care of the Rev. Dr. Leeds, of Grace 
Church. It was hard, therefore, to understand how 
such statements could be made. Still, it is not 



1 [Compare the foUowing ex- 
tract from Bishop W.'s Gonyen- 
tion Address (1878) announcing 
Mr. Richey's lamented death: 
**Tlie Bey. Joseph Bichey, torn 
away . . . from his most laborious 
duty in Mount Calyary Church, 
died abroad, in the yain effort for 



recuperation of faculties abso-^eo J. Rickey 
lutely worn out by inordinate 
work in the attempt to carty out 
an ex€LggeraUd and overstrained 
ritwU without neglect of pas- 
toral duty in instruction and 
exhortation.*'] 
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intended to qnestion the sincerity of those who made 
them, or of those who listened to and believed them. 
When " the wish is father to the thought," there seems 
to be practically no limit to the capacity of the human 
mind in the way of self-persnasion — ^not to say self- 
deception. 
^^^*^^^<if^ A bright little girl, being asked by her Snndtfy- 
school teacher what faith was, gave, after a few 
seconds' reflection, this delightful reply: ^' Faith is 
that faculty by which we are enabled to believe what 
we KNOW is not so." Wherever Bishop Whittingham 
was really known, it would require a faith almost like 
the little girl's for any preacher to utter, and for any 
congregation to believe, the statement above quoted. 
But that the requisite faith was not possessed is 
neither asserted nor insinuated. 

The letters published in this volume, and those 
given by Dr. Brand himself in his Id/ey show very 
clearly the real opinions and animus of Bishop Whit- 
tingham^ on the whole subject of Eitualism, though 



Bp. Whitting 

ham*$own 

tpords. 



^ There can be no more trust- 
worthy authority on the matter 
than BUhop Whittifigham himself j 
and it would be difficult to sum 
up his thoughts on the large sub- 
ject more concisely or ezpress- 
iyely than he did in a certain 
letter to a friend, dated February 
18, 1878, which may well be added 
to those which are given in Dr. 
Brand's Life, It is a sort of 
short answer to the question, 
What, on the whole, do you think 
of this Ritualistic movement? 

^* Signing of the Cross in 
prayers I regard as a thing in 



itself indifferent— allowable to 
the toeakness of babes in Christ — 
ttnwortJiy of the manhood of fuU- 
grown faith, and made a mis- 
ehievous instrument of supersti- 
tion the moment it is inculcated 
or enforced. 

** On the subject of Confession I 
refer you to Dr. Thompson's 
tract on Absolution and Con- 
fession. It states in admirable 
method and clearness the true 
doctrine of the Church, Primitive 
and Catholic, as I have known 
and held it these forty years. 

^^ Ido think tJuxt there are some in 
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several of those very letters would prepare any reader 
who understands the man to expect occasional incon-* 
sistencies* and outbursts of feeling, sometimes from 
irritation, more frequently from kindness and affec- 
tion. 

The letter that follows gives an emphatic contra- 
diction to the assertions of the sermon, from the man 
of all men most competent to say what Bishop Whit- 
tingham really thought and felt on this important 
question : 

The Bishop of Pittsburgh to the Rev. W, F, Brand. 

Pittsburgh, Nov. 20, 1879. 

My Dear Mr. Brandy — .... Now, about another, and in Last conversa- 
my view somewhat grave, matter. Two copies have come to whutlnghmk^ 



me of Baltimore Church papers giving a report of Mr. 

sermon on Bishop Whittingham on Sunday, October 19th. 
The accident that brought M. and you and me in the same 
carriage to Orange [at the time of Bishop Whittingham 's 
funeral], made me think of you when I read that report. 
[Two lines here illegible.] Unseemly as it was, anyhow, to 
discuss the points while the dear bishop's remains were yet 
unburied, and so provoke controversy so soon, it was a more 
serious thing to represent Bishop Whittingham as liking, 
approving and encouraging the peculiar modes of service and 
kinds of teaching of Mount Calvary. I know that any such 



y^ April, 1879. 



the Church who are doing the 
utmoti to MUtle her great work 
by reducing it to a Pharisaic 
scale and level of tithing, anise 
and cummin, and washing the 
outside of cups and platters. 
Ceremonial is as good as paint is 
on a new-built house ; but noth- 
ing to the inhabitant if it have 
not the foundationy Christ alone ; 
—the timbersy faith in Him only, 



and love thro' Him alone for 
[iUegible word] and for His sake 
to all ; and the toeatherboardingt 
the Catholic doctrine of the 
creeds without men's later 
dreams. Tour loving friend, 
" W. R. Whittingham." 

^"His charming inconsisten- 
cies," said one of his brother 
bishops (not Bishop Eerfoot). 



498 LIFE OF BISHOP KERFOOT. [Chap. XVH. 

statements are erroneous anrd contrary to facts. They could 

come only out of inexcusable misconception of Bishop Whit- 

tingham^s kindly words of approval of good j^arif and of zeal. 

I have known Bishop Whittingham between 30 and 

40 years. I know his whole mind about Mount Calvary. I 

talked with him in April last about these very things, and 

know that that report as printed is an entire misstatement. 

It wrongs Bishop Whittingham, for it misrepresents him ; 

and it wrongs the Church, which has need of and right to his 

real judgment. On this point I, and others with me, mean 

that no mistake shall go uncorrected. 

In loving reverence and regard for our dear and godly 

father, I know that no one of us surpasses you. Of course, 

I mean to leave you free to use as your prudence may suggest 

these words of mine Witli affectionate regard, very 

truly your friend, 

J. B. Kebfoot. 




CHAPTER XVIII. 



CONFESSION AND ABSOLUTION. — THE GENEBAL THEOLOGI- 
CAL SEMINABY. — BISHOP KEBFOOT AS A MEMBEB OF ' 
THE HOUSE OF BISHOPS. 

Of the subjects which the Ritualistic controversy 
made specially prominent, there remains one more, 
the habitual use of confession — very properly called 
by writers of that school, from their point of view, ^^J^JS^T""' 
^^sacramental confession.'^ On this topic — one of the 



^ It is difficult to speak on this 
subject in terms that will not be 
cayiUed at. Few, perhaps none, 
of the instructed writers of this 
school dare to say that, according 
to the Prayer-Book, confession is 
obligatory, though some of the 
more thoroughgoing will now 
and then acknowledge, when con- 
yersing without reserye, that they 
haye serious doubts whether a 
penitent sinner has a right to feel 
that post-baptismal sin will be 
forgiyen unless it be absolyed by 
a priest after priyate, auricular 
confession I To charge those who 
call themselyes Bitualists with 
preaching openly that such con- 
fession is obligatory, is simply to 
giye them a yery easy ylctory in 
argument, of which they do not 
fail to ayail themselyes. 80 far 
is this from the fact, that it would 
be impossible to express in 
stronger or clearer English than 



their w riters use, that priyate con- 
fession in the Anglican Church is 
optional. 

But the difficulty lies here. 
There is, or rather there was a 
few years since, a quiet, indirect 
moral presgure brought to bear in 
yarious ways, which operates 
upon sensitiye consciences (the 
yery ones that need it least) to 
make them feel that they ought 
to go regularly and frequently to 
*^ sacramental confession/' Ob- 
yiously, it is no answer to this to 
say, ** But we always preach that 
confession is entirely optional.** 

A layman of the Church of the 

Adyent in Boston, some years 

ago, when this teaching began 

again to disturb men^s minds, 

put the case with no less truth 

than wit: "Father Benson and ^«5^5«««»» 

and .Father 
Father Grafton," said he, *^ are Orqftan, 

careful to tell us that confession 

is a remedy for the sin-sick soul ; 
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ton 



most important and practical of all — Bishop Kerfoot's 
carefully considered judgment can be accurately 
^^J*gJ^j^ known from a letter to the Rev. Dr. Jackson, his 
successor as President of Trinity College. There was 
a young man at the College, whom we shall call X., 
a candidate for Holy Orders from the Diocese of 
Pittsburgh. On the recommendation of Bishop Ker- 
foot and his Pittsburgh pastor, he obtained the aid of 
the Society for the Increase of the Ministry. Both 
bishop and pastor were responsible for their candidate, 
and had good reason to be anxious on account of 
certain morbid tendencies and traits of character that 
had developed. X., who proved to be as weak as 
water, vain and fond of display, placed himself under 
the " direction " of a newly-ordained Ritualistic priest 
not one hundred miles distant from Trinity College. 
Bishop Kerfoot, who had been guiding and helping 
young men as priest and pastor before X.'s new 
adviser was born, ventured, in terms of affectionate 
entreaty, to advise X. to put himself under the care 
of his natural pastor, President Jackson — a man of 
years and discretion — and let Ritualistic excesses alone 
for a while. He also wrote a kind and judicious 
letter to Dr. Jackson about the case. 



it iB only a medicine for the sick. 
But then we soon find out that, as 
we are all miserable sinners, they 
mean that we are all sick, and all 
need a good deal of this medicine I 
And farther, if any one does not 
feel his need, that only shows that 
he is the sickest man of all ; that 
he has an insidious disease of 
which he is not aware, and is in 
special need of frequent doses of 
this very medicine. The result 



is that those who accept the 
teaching are likely to end by feel- 
ing that they are very poor Chris- 
tians if they do not loant to go 
regularly to confession ; or (para- 
doxical as it sounds) that their 
spiritual health is very unsound 
unless they are habitually taking 
medicine, and are all the time 
calling in, or rather, in this case, 
calling on, the doctor I " 
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His young " director," however, was far from giving 
way— especiaUy as it was only a bishop, and that the 
candidate's own bishop, with whom he differed. His 
extreme High-Church principles about the Apostolical 
Succession troubled him with no excessive deference 
to the authority or godly judgments of the individual 
bishops who held and conferred these momentous and 
far-reaching powers. In a letter (only too character- 
istic of those early days of the movement) he informed 
Bishop Kerfoot that he had advised X. that it was 
" his right and duty to take the very grave responsi- 
bility of declining to follow his bishop's counsel."* 

Of course X.'s " directors " cannot be held responsi- 
ble for his vagaries, but his career was not such as to 
make any of them proud of their penitent. He went, 
or professed to go, to the Church of Rome ; soon re- 
turned (perhaps they saw through him at once) ; he 
then tried to regain favor with the Society for the 
Increase of the Ministry and re-enter Trinity ; but 
being refused, he turned up at a Northern college as 
a Unitarian ! There he made something of a dash for 
a while, and got into trouble by borrowing money 
which he could not, or did not, pay. At present, 
it is said, he is employing the versatility of mind 
which enabled him to change his religion every few 
months, in arguing before juries somewhere near the 
Rocky Mountains. 

The case is worth mentioning only to introduce the 
following correspondence, and as showing the discre- 



' In a postscript the writer 
(eyidently thinkinjc that he had 
demolished the bishop) added: 
** You are at liberty to make this 



correspondence pnblic whenever 
the cause of truth may seem to 
make such publication necessary. 
I shall claim a similar liberty." 
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tion needed in those young priests (not seldom them- 
selves brand-new converts to the Church, whose 
genius and liturgy they fail to comprehend) who, 
with too light a heart, and sometimes with too evi- 
dent self-complacency, undertake the responsible 
office of father-confessor and director of souls.* 



^The following quotation from 
the late learned and reyered 
Bp. Wordneorth Bishop of Lincoln (Christopher 
on QfnfesHon. Wordsworth) is appended in part 
for its intrinsic yalne, and in 
part to show that the mature 
judgment of that eminent divine 
upon this weighty matter was 
not different from that of Bishop 
Eerfoot) as given in his letter to 
Dr. Jackson : 

*'The Church exhorts those 
who are troubled in mind, and 
who cannot quiet their own 
consciences, to resort Ho some 



Tkeeonfestor 
thovld be dig- 
creet and 
learned^ 



discreet and learned minister of 
God's Word, and open his grief; 
that by the ministry of God's 
Holy Word he may have the 
benefit of absolution, together 
with ghostly counsel and advice, 
to the quieting of his conscience, 
and avoiding of all scruple and 
doubtfulness.' But some among 
us would invert this order : they 
would constrain the people of a 
parish to come habitually and 
confess to their minister, who 
may be some youthful priest, 
perhaps neither learned nor dis- 
creet, and who may be more able 
to create scruples and doubtful- 
ness in the minds of others than 
to quiet them by the ministry of 
God's Holy Word. 
** And some would persuade us 



that the solemn words of our 
Blessed Lord, pronounced at the 
ordination of priests at the laying 
oh of hands, have been spoken to 
little purpose unless the newly- 
made priest applies himself at 
once to exercise his ministry by 
hearing private confessions, and 
by pronouncing private absolu- 
tions. 

"The Church of Rome wisely 
requires that a x>erson who under- 
takes the difficult and responsible 
office of hearing confessions 
should be eminent in theological 
science, learning and wisdom. 

"This is a grave and serious 
matter. In the medical treatment 
of our perishable bodies quackery 
is punishable by law. Surely 
spiritual empiricism, which may 
jeopardize the health of immortal 
souls, ought not to escape scot- 
free. The physician of the body 
is not allowed to write a prescrip- 
tion without liaving obtained a 
diploma ; and shall any one ven- 
ture to undertake the office of a 
penitentiary in the Church of 
God without being duly qualified 
and authorized to do so ? Heaven 
forbid! I confess that when I 
think of devout persons, espe- 
cially young women, of ardent 
affections and delicate sensibili- 
ties, being invited, and almoH 
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President Jackson to the Bishop of Pittsburgh. 

Trinity College, Nov. 30, 1870. 

Dear Bishop^—X, says he will send off his letter to you this The cote of x. 
week. He has written it and wishes to rewrite it. I hope 
it will be satisfactory. Poor fellow ! he has had a sad, hard 
struggle with influences which you will understand. The 
Bishop of Albany is in correspondence with me about one of 
his candidates. There are a few young men here this year 

who, I am satisfied, left other colleges to be near Mr. . 

This will explain some things. 

Bishop Doane states to me distinctly that he disapproves Bishop doom. 
of hahitual confession, but thinks it (confession) desirable as 
a medicine in exceptional cases, and expresses the wish that 
I might feel myself able so to use it. What do you think of 
this? I have been disposed to think that in the present 



corutrainedy perhaps by some 
youthful priest, to resort habit* 
uaUy to private confession, I 
shndder at the thought. By so 
doing, instead of looking up to 
God as their loying Father,haying 
His ear open to their prayers, and 
ever ready to reeeive them, on 
their faith and repentance, as His 
dear children in Christ, they are 
led to look to a man, and to seek 
comfort and forgiveness of him. 
They put themselves under his 
dominion, and thus submit their 
will, reason and conscience to 
him, and rob Christ of them- 
selves, whom He has purchased 
with His own Blood. And, fur- 
ther, by being tempted to brood 
over their own spiritual sensa- 
tions, emotions and symptoms, 
and to talk or write of them to 
their chosen spiritual guides, they 
are in danger of acquiring an 
egotistical spirit of self-con- 



sciousness, and of morbid and 
hypochondriacal sentimentalism, Eypochondria-' 
and to lose that healthful vigor ^9,{ sentiment- 
and genuine freshness and holy 
beauty of soul which are pro- 
duced and cherished by direct 
communion with God, and by 
looking upward to Him, and by 
losing self in adoration of Him, 
and in zeal for His glory, and 
in love for His presence in the 
heart— which is the life of angels. 
I shrink from the thought of the 
anatomical dissection of con- 
sciences to which such votaries 
are required to submit, and from 
that long catalogue of interroga- 
tories which may be seen in 
any * manual of confession' as 
taught and practised by the 
Church of Rome, and which 
are an outrage against purity, 
modesty and virtue."— (Pastoral 
Letter on ** Confession and Abso- 
lution," 1874.) 
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position of things it might be desirable and might prevent 
greater evils. X. says he understands that you were accos- 
tomed to make use of it at St. James's College. If so, I 
should like to know what conclusions you formed from your 
Bithop NUet. experience. Bishop Niles says he has sometimes used and 
would use confession and absolution. It is very clear that 
both the Greek and Latin Churches practise it. It is equally 
clear that the Church of England uses it as a medicine. I am 
anxious to do my full duty to these young men, whatever that 

may be I remain, dear bishop, faithfully yours, 

A. Jackson. 

The Bishop of Pittsburgh to President Jackson, 

Pittsburgh, Dec. 1, 1870. 

My Dear Doctor Jackson^ — Your note of the 30th came 
duly ; and one comes from X. to-day. He ^^ promises, for the 
present, to stop the practice of going to confession, and to 
place himself entirely under my directions." I shall hope 
with much anxiety for his future. May God guide him ! 

As you state Bishop Doane's views, they are and long have 
been my own. Probably his practice and mine under such 
views would bo different. 
statement qf vu Doctrinally Stated, the sacramental idea — ^viz. : as though 
triius^' *^ confession were an ordained and requisite means of forgive- 
ness for post-baptismal sins — is false and fruitful of evil. 

Baptism is the sacrament of remission of sins, of all sins, 
on condition of sincere repentance, which includes confession 
to God only and alone. Public sins or scandals must be 
openly confessed, disciplined and remitted. All agree on 
this. A communicant conscious of a grievous sin, though 
hidden, must not commune : he ought and needs to open that 
grief to his minister in most of, perhaps in all, the cases where 
his awakened conscience keeps him back from the Holy 
Table. As regards all other and lesser sins, the healthy soul 
(none of us are wholly sound, but you know my meaning) 
deals with his God privately. If one needs, or thinks he 
needs, counsel or help in self-searching and self-mending, he 
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seeks some godly friend— a parent, or generally, most rightly^ 
his ^' minister," and, in the tnathfal, natural GrOspel i^Mrit and 
sense of the tinng, he opens his special grief, or concern, or 
sin ; takes and follows the advice, and receives pardon in his 
closet and at the Lord's Table. If the sUi, and the deep 
agony of soul which the sense of it begets, call for it, the 
minister not only encourages the penitent, but gives him a 
special ^^ absolution," as the form in the Holy Communion 
provides. I have done ^ti— not very often, but when 
necessary to the comfort of one whom I deemed truly peni* 
tent and suffering under fear and doubt of forgiveness. 

But while I encouraged my young disciples to come to me m$ practice at a 
freely to ask counsel, to lay open their anxieties, and to'^^' 
answer freely my questions (any such about the person as my 
mind suggested), I always taught them to aim and strive to 
walk by God's grace and their own private, personal effort 
and vigilance, not by my direction ; and to seek habitually the 
Spirit^s teaching by immediate prayer to Him, and the pfuxkm 
of God by prayer — their own prayer-*(iirough Christ, to Gk>d 
their own Father, 

I conversed privately twice every year with each and every 
one of my pupils at St. James's. Yery rarely would any one 
of them withhold his confidence. I met my young commu- 
nicants before every Communion (with some necessary excep- 
tions) in a quiet, informal service^ and gave them all special 
counsel. I saw each of them privately now and then — some 
of them often. I arranged that any of them, even if not asked 
by me, could come to see me privately. The knocks at my 
study-door were frequent ; and in such interviews my most 
effective and fruitful, as well as my most delightful, pastoral 
work was done. Many a grief, or care, or sin— sometimes a 
grievous sin— was told me. I put searching questions, and 
gave guidance minutely about faults and sins, and their cor- 
rection and reparation* Suspensions from and restorations 
to the Holy Table were sometimes part of that private inter- 
course. I was friend, fatiier, and God^s mkiister in one te 
my young disciples. Sacred memories of sad and anxious, 
and of blessed and Joyful hours in that little study— often in 
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the consecrated chapel--come back to me as I write to you 
(as you ask) about my way as pasUnr of Church youths. But 
I never let the thing become formalized or sentimentalized, 
as if meant to grow into a Irnbit or a reliance, or a ^^ means 
of grace " to be put among the soul's perpetual needs. 

Nor was it allowed to take its reality only from my priestly 
office.! J taught elder companions, or tutors, unordained 
^^ pastors," to do the like as far as advice, etc., went. These 
would come to me for consultation, and bring their disciples to 
me. The discipline was meant to make men^ self-reliant, self- 
guiding— followers and seekers of Christ and His ever-present 
Spuit. 

A youth, swayed by Bishop Ives's lessons, came to me 
once to be received to regular ^* confession." I met him 
tenderly, of course, but it was by at once teaching him the 
Church's true view. He saw that he had long had the recU 
help in my pastorship as I have here described it, and that 
other more special and habitual ministry would enslave him 
and weaken his Christian manliness. People, Christians, 
young ones (perhaps more than old ones, but many old ones, 
too), need much more food specially suited to their needs. 
Me<Hcine not ^' Medicine " — i. e., confession — in exceptional cases, for some 
special sin, is good, if they and their '^ doctors " do not resort 
to it too often and make a habit, a foody of it. Then the 
drug makes disease. The cathartic, the stimulus, the opiat< 



food. 



Dr H v ' [This is in exact accordance 
teaching and with the teaching of Dr. Hook, 
practice, t^g great Vicar of Leeds, so cele- 
brated for his practical sense : 

** It is because I hold that while 
confession may be occasionally 
necessary as medicine to a mind 
diseased, it is an exception, not 
the mle; and I teach them to 
regulate their own minds, and to 
go for confession to God alone. 

*^ How is it that I never go to 
confession myself? Often, veiy 



often in my life, God knows, I 
have required and sought ghostly 
counsel and advice, but in my 
early years I sought and opened 
my griefs to a friend who toa«, 
and iSy a layman; and for the last 
two-and-twenty years I have 
obtained it from one who is 
bound to me by the closest ties 
that can bind together two hu- 
man beings."— i</« of Dean 
Hook^ pp. 492^98.] 
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used seldom, in real necessities — are good. Death, or worse 
than death, comes from their habitual use, which is always 
abuse. Loying conscientiousness ; free filial service ; justiftf* 
ing faith in the Redeemer ; close, immediate communion with 
the teaching and helping Spirit of God, devotion in the closet, 
and then in the Church ; and, following all these and flowing 
from them, believing worship and Holy Communions in the 
Church — ^these make the Christian's life-habit. This surely 
is the doctrine of the Anglican Church. Roman dogma and 
practice (in Rome and out of it) are very late, full half way 
and more down the ages. *^ Confession " always referred to 
sins that should keep back from Communion, whether the 
exomologesis was public or private. Any confession as a 
habitj as requiring aU— even the least — sins to be named, as 
part of ^^ penance " requisite iopardon^ was utterly unknown 
for many centuries. The idea or practice is false and hurtful. 
.... Your request to give you my views and experience has 
brought on you these two sheets of unsystematic converse, 
which I hope you will forgive and, perhaps, read with some 
sympathy, as the thoughts and memories of a brother 
*^ pedagogue " in the sacred sense of ^^ pastor of young souls." 

Always most truly yours, 

J. B. Kebfoot.i 

As one of the trustees of the General Theological cfmerai tam- 
Seminary, and as a bishop who desired his candidates nary, 
to be educated at that institution, Bishop Kerfoot, 



1 [ For some interesting remarks 
on the opinions abont confession 
and direction held by Bishop 
Whittingham and Dr. Mahan, 
see Dr. Brand's Hfe^ pp. S45, 
846. The following extract from 
a letter of Bishop W. (Oct. 6, 
1809) to Bishop E. refers to the 
matter of which Dr. Brand 
speaks: 

"Ton will be as glad as I am to 



know that Mahan totally dis-2^ Mohan. 

claims the indistinctness abont 

confession that I attributed to 

him. I understood of himself 

two paragraphs of a letter to me 

(of May 22d) which he meant of 

the CUwer Sistere, He has held in 

England the same ground which 

I took in that correspondence. 

He will vindicate himself in the 

board.'' 
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like other bishopB, took much interest in its affairs, 
especially just before and after the election of Dr. 
Forbes as Dean. 

Numerous letters are found among the bishop's 
papers about the Seminary. The only ones that need 
be added to this chapter are the following, which 
will show how the Bishops of Maryland and Pitts- 
burgh worked together to produce that happier state 
of affairs which we have every reason to believe now 
exists at this most important and best known of all 
our theological seminaries. 

The Bishop of Maryland to the Bishop of Pittsburgh. 

Baltimore, AprU 2, 1869. 

My Oton Dear Friend and Brother, — The affairs 

of the Seminary I regard as of the utmost moment to the whole 
Church at the present juncture; and to those affairs the 
presence of such a man as you at the approaching meeting 
seems to me of the greatest possible consequence. Perhaps, 
under the direction from Above, such a crisis as might be 
brought about by a discreet and cautious, but very bold and 
firm, stand now taken, would save tibe Institution from utter 
misdirection for half a generation. 

It is time that the New York brethren should learn that 
the Church will not stand tampering and dallying with the 
dangers before her. Were I able to enter into prolonged 
discussion and debate, my personal reasons for standing 
aloof from the present management of the Seminary should 
not hinder me from doing my duty on this occasion; but 
I am utterly incompetent for the work. Younger men must 
take the lead, if anything is to be done. I think you will be 
looked to by those still younger than you in the House for 
leadership, and that you ought not to decline it. May God 
direct and bless you in it ! Your loving, 

W. R. WfilTTINaHAM. 
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P. S.—Of the names in the list of nominees, which I hare 

not now before me and cannot lay my hand on, I remember 

that of Mulchahey was the only one as promising increase of 

strength to the Seminary ; but I have no intimate knowledge 

either of his theological acquirements or of his personal 

qualifications. I should guess that it was the New York 

plan to elect him. 

W. R. W. 

The Bishop of Pittsburgh to the Bishop of Maryland. 

Pittsburgh, April 10, 1869. 

My Very Dear Bishop^ — ^Your note came this day a week 

ago, and it decided me to go to New York. Dr. had 

written to me very earnestly, and him I saw by appointment 
Tuesday evening. 

Facts abundant touching the Seminary, the extravagancies 
of the students in their rooms, and when they attend at the fan- 
tastics of Dr. Ewer; the repulse of the petition of fourteen of 
the twenty-two in the senior class that the faculty would see to 
such things ; the " let-drift " policy ; . . . the exceeding ex- 
travagancies of several of the churches to which a part of the 
students go, in one of which (Dr. Ewer's) twenty of them 
perform in his " extra" services, etc., etc., made up sad proof 
of error in worship, doctrine and tone. I learned these facts 

from Dr. and several others. I was equally surprised 

and comforted by the anxiety and decision of the leading 
clergy ; but no one had dared to speak out : that would always 
bring censure. A small, pseudo-Catholic clique ruled the 
rulers; and while no explicitly unsound teaching marked the 
lecture-room, the chapel services in chancel, as well as in the 
congregation, were in several points of the extreme sort. 
As to the gross extravagancies of the ultra men in New York, 

(whose guest I was) spoke most severely, and he could 

bear a pretty good measure of new modes 



In the matter of Christ Church, Meadville, where the chrut church, 
vestry attempted to dismiss their rector because iiie 
services were not of a Low-Church type, Bishop Ker- 
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foot warmly eupported the rector, and wrote a strong 
letter to the vestry nrging them to rescind their 
illegal, nngenerons and nnchnrchly action. Meadville 
is now a strong parish, with services of a rather ad- 
vanced type, a snrpliced choir, etc. 
^g^^. In the same prompt manner the bishop acted in the 
case of the qaondam High Ohnrchman, the Bev. J. D. 
Wilson, who undertook to omit the word " regenerate " 
from the Baptismal OfSce. These instances are men- 
tioned to show that he endeavored to act fairly 
towards all, and, while he tried to prevent unan- 
thorized or injudicious excess, he also, as far as in him 
lay, corrected any defect in fulfilling the directions of 
the Frayer-Book that came under his notice. 

^*****fiS2S? '^^ years went on, the influence of the Bishop of 
convetuufn. Pittsburgh increased rapidly, and in the General Con- 
vention of 1871 he took a prominent part. He had 
been appointed in 1868 a member of the Committee 
of the House of Bishops on " Uniformity in Matters of 
Ritual'' — a subject which the proposed Book An- 
nexed has again brought prominently to the front. 
The other members of the committee were the 
Bishops of Delaware (Chairman), Connecticut, New 
Jersey [Odenheimer], and Rhode Island. The com- 
mittee presented to the General Convention of 1871 
an elaborate report (from the pen of Bishop Williams), 
together with a canon on Ritual, which entered into 
many minute particulars touching dress and gesture. 
Part of this canon had been drawn by the practised 
hand of Bishop Whittingham, and submitted, at 
Bishop Kerfoot's request, to the committee. It 
forbade 
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*^ bowings, crossings, genuflections, prostrations, reverences, 
bowing down upon or kissing the holy table, and kneeling 
except as allowed, provided for or directed by rubric or 
canon ; it being provided that reverence at the mention of the 
name of the Lord Jesus is not intended to be disallowed ; and 
it being further provided that private, personal devotion 
before or after official ministration is not to be understood to 
include or justify any of the acts prohibited."^ 

The minutes of the committee (carefully and neatly 
recorded by the Bishop of Pittsburgh, who was secre- 
tary) are very interesting. On most points the five 
bishops were unanimous. If these minutes were pub- 
lished, they might throw some light on two interesting 
questions which at this very moment are agitating the 
Church: 1. How far is it poadble to produce an 
absolute uniformity of public worship under our 
rubrics in our widely scattered dioceses, with so many 
different needs and tastes t 2. How far is it desirable 
to legislate on these minute matters any further than 
is already done by our rubrics t 

The canon of the committee did not pass the House 
of Bishops. The canon {against Kitualism) which did 
pass that house (also drawn by Bishop Whittingham), 
and which came so very near passing the House of 
Deputies, was rejected in the latter body by the single 
vote of a clerical deputy from Maryland (Dr. Lewin).' 



1 [This is quoted as a cnrlons 
bit of the history of the attempts 
to legislate about Ritualism, and 
also as showing pretty plainly 
(in addition to what has been 
said elsewhere) what kind of 
service and what sort of ritual 
Bishop VHiittingham did not like. 
It is difficult to believe that he 



had not in his eye a certain 
church in his Diocese when he 
drew up this catalogue of doings 
which he wished to prohibit ; at 
the same time, it may be taken as 
an indication of what he thought 
toas aUowed by the letter of the 
existing law.] 

* Journal of 1871, p. SSi. 
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Dtetanuummi In thiB Bsme coDTentioii the muek-diBenaeed, and 
now all bnt forgotten, ^ declaration " on the meaning 
of the word ^^ regenerate " in the Baptismal Office was 
signed by all the members of the Honse of Bishops 
except Bishop Odenheimer, of New Jersey. Its object 
was to allay the excitement caused by the Cammins 
movement, to satisfy the " Nine Bishops," and to pre- 
vent farther secessions in that direction. It may well 
be donbted whether this or any like ^^ declarations " 
accomplish the good they design. Some acute criti- 
cisms upon it by the Bev. Dr. Brand, together with 
Bishop Whittingham's defense of its language and 
purpose, will be found in the Life of Bishop Whit- 
tinghamy Yol. II, pp. 146-153. Bishop Eerfoot seems 
to have had some hand in securing its passage, and 
the accompanying facsimile shows some of the stages 
and processes tlirough which it passed, and also 
furnishes a specimen of Bishop Eerfoot's handwriting, 
with which, it will be remembered. Dr. Muhlenberg, 
in his correspondence, found so much fault. The 
writing at the top is in the hand of Dr. H. 0. Potter, 
at that time Secretary of the House of Bishops. 
BMUmKer- -A-S the Housc of Bishops sits with closed doors, 
to&iSS?^ the outer world can know only its published pro- 
^*'*^* ceedings and such harmless personal gossip as will 

occasionally transpire. But even to outside observers 
it was plain that the Bishop of Pittsburgh had the 
confidence of his brethren; and though he was by 
nature far from putting himself forward, his energy, 
bis executive capacity, his strong common sense and 
fearlessness, seemed to make him one of the leading 
bishops. Such, at least, was the general impression 
among Ohurehmen. In the intervals of business he 



1877.] GENERAL CONVENTION. 618 

would, like other bishops, write home from the House 
itself a few hurried lines which would now and then 
mention what was going on, especially any amusing 
incident (for the bishops seemed to have not a little 
fun at times among themselves). From one of these 
lettersyfrom Boston, in 1877, the following, meant only 
for loving eyes at home, may pardonably be quoted. 
After mentioning a stirring debate on Marriage and 
Divorce, he continues : 

Just now Bishop > passed me and said to me quietly^ 

'^Wheu you have anything to say, you show your haud 
clearly." " Not too positively, I hope? " " No, no : there is 
no man here whose course in our House I more admire,'^ etc. 
'^ Well," said I, ^^ thank yon ; only, if the Irish in me comes 
up too much, come and stroke me down*'' '* Yon never," 
he added, ^' go wrong that way." 

Bishop Whittiugham is hitMelf wholly. As I just said 
to the Bishop of Maine, at my side, ^^ Bishop Whittingham 
is a saint — and a child." The reverence towards him is 
marvellous. His mind, etc., as good as ever. 

This General Convention of 1877 was the last one 
that either of these bishops could attend* In 1879 
Bishop Whittingham rested from his labors, and in 
1880 Bishop Kerfoot was too ill to take his wonted 
place among his brethren* 

I [Naming one of the most respected and beloyed blBhops, some fire 
or six years his senior as a member of tbe House.] 



CHAPTER XIX. 

ALL saints' OHAPBL. — THE ORDINATION VOW. 

Bishop Kerfoot had Utile diflSicnlty in most instances 
in persuading his clergy to " follow with a glad mind 
and will" his "godly judgments" in disputed ques- 
tions. But the case of All Saints' Chapel was an 
exception; and as this matter obtained some little 
notoriety, and somewhat disturbed the peace of the 
Diocese for about three years, it seems necessary to 
give at least a brief account of what occurred. It is 
worth mentioning, however, only for the light that it 
throws upon Bishop Kerfoot's conception of the 
Episcopal office, and upon the much-discussed ques- 
tion of the true meaning of the " godly admonition " 
which every clergyman promises to obey. 
AusaifUf The services at All Saints' Chapel were of an 
extreme Ritualistic type — or at least what was so 
regarded in Pittsburgh at that day. Among the 
ceremonies introduced, there was much elaborate 
" bowing to the altar " on the part of the rector and 
the choir-boys on every occasion of passing before 
it. The ceremony, as actually practised in some 
churches, is jmerUe, both literally and metaphori- 
cally. The bishop considered it objectionable, and 
sure, at that time, to create a prejudice against the 
Church ; he also thought it symbolical of erroneous 
teaching about the Holy Eucharist. Whether it is 
really symbolical of erroneous doctrine, or of any 
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doctrine whatsoever, may be an open question, but it 
has no bearing on the obligation to obey the ^^ godly 
admonition " of one's bishop. That depends upon the 
lawfulness of the command, not upon the clergyman's 
opinion of its expediency. 

On the 27th of December, 1867, Bishop Kerfoot 
addressed a letter to the rector of All Saints' Chapel, 
a young clergyman from Maryland, whom (acting for 
Bishop Whittingham) he had ordained the year 
before. In this letter, while commending his pres- 
byter's zeal, he entreated him to abandon the ceremony 
of bowing to the altar. The presbyter refiised to 
yield to the request of his reverend father in God, on 
the ground that to do so would be ^Ho surrender 
principles which he could not give up without giving 
up his faith in the Incarnation " ! It need hardly be 
said that the presbyter did not, in any of his numerous 
letters, succeed in making it clear that to give up a 
nod of the head, or any attitude of the body ; that to 
perform the service as his present bishop did, or as 
his former bishop (Whittingham) had done, or as he 
himself had always been content to do until these 
new notions became prevalent, was in any manner 
giving up his faith in the Incarnation. But his con- 
scientiousness and ean estness none who know him 
would for an instant doubt; nor should he be too 
much blamed for setting himself in opposition to his 
bishop. The fault lay rather with the system of 
which he was a devotee. It was a system, as has been 
often pointed out, which taught, or if it did not teach, 
which seemed to lead, men to carry out their own 
fancies about what was " Catholic," and array them- 
selves against their " bishop and other chief ministers. 
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who according to the cancms of the Church might 
have the chaige and goyemment over them.'" 



BihuOkaU, 



Bp, WhIUXiina' ' ^® fbHowlng is an Ulnstra- 
ham and tlu tlon of the spirit of those times, 
and also shows the workings of 
Bishop Whittingham's mind in 
his first encounter with the 
Bitvalietic movement. Ihiring 
the early years of Ritnalism, the 
writer of this biography attended 
a service one Snnday morning at 
a well-known chnrch in Balti- 
more. There were several clergy, 
including the bishop, assembled 
in the vestry, robing for divine 
service. The bishop expressed 
his disapproval of some arrange- 
ment which he perceived to be in 
progress in regard to the Holy 
Communion, the details of which 
cannot now be distinctly recalled. 
It was some matter of real, 
though not of supreme, impor- 
tance. Bishop Whittingham 
desired the service to be as it 
had always been In his Diocese, 
and in accordance with the old 
usage of the American Church. 
The rector of the church pro- 
tested, and began to quote or 
refer to some canon of the ancient 
Church which he had discovered 
—probably in some popular 
Bitualistic ** directorium.'* '«I 
know all that, I know all that,*' 
said the bishop, interrupting; 
•*bnt iM$ Cliurch is for her 
presbyters the interpreter of 
Catholic usage ; her he is bound 
to follow while he holds her 
commission, and not his own 
fancies and preferences as to 
what is Catholic.'' Still the 
reetor pressed his point. The 



bell had ceased ringing; there 
was no time for ftirther discus- 
sion: the hour for service had 
arrived. 

Drawing himself up to his full 
height in his robes (and he was 
head and shoulders above ' the 
assembled clergy in physical as 
in intellectual stature), the 
bishop, with sad and touching 
emphasis, spoke to this effect: 
"Very well, very well; have it 
your own way ; do as you please. 
I have only this remark to make 
— that I am finding out every 
day how full of meaning is our 
Lord's prophecy to His apostle 
Peter : * Verily, verily I say unto 
thee, when thou wast young, 
thou girdedst thyself, and 
wslkedst whither thou wouldest ; 
but when thou shalt be old, thou 
Shalt stretch forth thy hands, 
and another shall gird thee, and 
emrry thee whither thou wouidest 
not.^ There wot a time when I 
was thought to know something 
of these matters, and when my 
wishes had some weight with 
my clergy.— *2)jrec/ tM, Lord, 
with Thy most graeUms favor^ *' 
etc., going on with the prayer 
commonly used by him before 
leaving the vestry to enter the 
chancel. Bven this appeal had 
no effect: the Ritualist carried 
his point; one of the most 
learned and venerated of Ameii- 
ean bishops sat in his Episco- 
pal chair and saw his wishes 
completely set aside. 
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More than a year paseed. The bishop waited, hoping 
matters might improve, and that the Pastoral Letter 
of the House of Bishops of 1868 might have some 
influence. But he was disappointed. At length, on 
the 2d of April, 1869, Bishop Eerfoot issued his 
"godly admonition" requiring the rector of KVLi^^^"^"^ 
Saints' to omit from the public services of the Church 
the bowing to the Lord's Table, as heretofore taught 
and practised in that chapel. The bishop explained 
that this course was taken and these authoritative 
terms used only because he had reason to believe liiat 
any less official language would be regarded by his 
presbyter ^ as insufficient to express a claim to obe- 
dience." 

This official admonition being, like the paternal 
request, disregarded, the Diocesan Convention of May, 
1869, refused to admit All Saints' Chapel into union 
with the Diocese, or to allow its lay delegates seats in 
their body. 

As may be supposed, a chapel at war with the 
bishop and convention had but a languishing exist- 
ence. The bishop, of course, never again entered its 
walls, but required all candidates for Confirmation to 
be presented to him at other churches. Not long 
after these events, the excellent and pious layman, by 
whose well-meant liberality the project had been 
chiefly sustained, died, and the presbyter sought 
letters dimissory to his former Diocese of Maryland. 
At this point, however, there arose a new and serious 
difficulty. How could the Bishop of Pittsburgh give 
him the usual letters, which require the bishop to 
certify (among other matters) that the clergyman 
transferred is "not justly liable to evil report for 
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error in religion"? One of the crying evils of the 
time, of which bishopB often complain, is that clergy- 
men pass from one Diocese to another with regular 
papers, etc., when they are not entitled to them. 
Bishop Kerfoot may have been too particular, bat his 
scrupulous conscience sometimes gave him trouble in 
these cases. 

Desirous to make things as easy as possible, he 
thought that, from his intimate relations with the Bishop 
of Maryland (who knew all •about the case), he might 
frame a dimissory letter, in his own words, which 
Bishop Whittingham, punctilious as he was known to 
be, might be willing to accept. Bishop Kerfoot had 
no objection to the presbyter's settling in any Diocese 
whose bishop would receive him; the sole difficulty 
was that he could not put his signature to a statement 
which he did not believe to be strictly correct. 

His first letter not being answered soon, he wrote a 
second one, saying every kind and true thing he could 
think of, urging Bishop Whittingham to receive the 
presbyter, and to waive the informality of his letter 
dimissory. This second letter, found among his 
papers, is endorsed as never sent, because at the 
moment of dispatching it the following communica- 
H^^Jmaw^M^^^^ from Bishop Whittingham was received, which 
^'**^*^ settled the question, and may well close the story of 

the troublesome and troubled life of All Saints' 
Chapel, Pittsburgh : 

The Bishop of Maryland to the Bishop of Pittsburgh. 

Baltimore, Sept. 5, 1871. 

My Dear Kerfoot^^l have left your double note of June 
27th a long while unanswered, because the matter— mostly in 
your way of doing it— perplexed me more than a little. 



ll—MMliMP«tf" 
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In almost any other imaginable case, knowing what I did 
of your past relations with the man, I should, on sight of the 
exceptional tenor of your letter of transfer, have at once 
declined to receive it, and thrown the bearer upon his 
canonical remedy. 

But I knew 's infirmity, and believed that it might 

be better for him to get back to quiet and unoflfending ways in 
the old surroundings of his natal Diocese than it would else- 
where, and upon examining into his prospects of work, I 
found that there was a possibility of his taking a position 
fitvorable to such a process of ecclesiastical convalescence. 

Yet it was an uncertain one> and attended with a possible 
alternative that would throw him here^ as with you, into the 
attitude of a fugleman for the ranks of a certain class of 
would'be reformers. I told him, therefore, that my treat- 
ment of his letter of transfer must depend on his settlement 
here ; if he would give me reasonable satisfaction about that, 
I would make his case an exception, and accept his letter 
without further question. 

At first the prospect looked squally, and if alone 

had had the management of his aflfair, I am a&aid it would 
have gone wrong. But, happily, the principal say in the 
arrangement belonged to a man of easier temper and more 
discretion. After necessary delays. Dr. Hodges was able and 

willing to offer a position well suited to his capacity, 

tastes and experience; and, on full explanation with me, 

distinctly bound himself for that there should be no 

attempted improvements in ritual, and no introduction of 
new standards of doctrine, discipline or practice. I then 
promised, on satisfkction that accepted such disposi- 
tion of his course, to accept his transfer and make his settle- 
ment canonical. Yesterday I saw him, and he declares his 
compliance with Dr. H.'s terms. I am therefore willing now 
to accept him from you, and beg you to take this as my notice 
of such acceptance. 

I had occasion, a week or two ago, to bestir myself in 
another way to the same end—precautionary measures against 
mediagvcUizing reformers, l^otice, after appearing in several 
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ottier qovten, found its way in formal ahape into the Balti- 
more papers, of lectures on Ritualism^ ete^ to be delivered la 
B^ Dr. lAuu- the principal cities by Oie eminent Dr. littledale* I inatantly 
penned a brief confidential circular to the twelve or fifteen 
of my clergy who were likely, either of themselves or by 
importmiity of others, to be enlisted in the new crasade, and 
expressed my strong conviction of its nntimeliness, and 
earnest hope that they would neither sqggest nor fiieilitaiie 
L.'s appearance in my Diocese. I also wrote, confidentially, 
endorsing copies of the circular to [naming ten of the leading 
bishops], informing them what I had done, besides comjnimi- 
eating more ftiUy with Lay and Pinkney. From W., T^ S. 
and A. I have received letters of warm approval and thanks. 
Lay and Pinkney both heartily concur with me. I have 
some reason to hope that the step may have stopped Little- 

dale^s project. 

We have all been more or less fuling all through the 
summer, and are now sadly distraught in anticipation of 
coming demands* upon our energies, but rwv mnn 

Your loving Mend, 

W. R. Whittinohah. 



There is no space nor need to record the details and 
various steps of this Bitnalistic controversy. Bishop 
£erfoot felt in regard to it, as the present writer does 
in going over the story, how petty and trifling often- 
times are the matters which oome to the surface in 
these unfortunate disputes and ooeupy the public 
mind. It annoyed him to appe<»r to be making too 
mucb of merely external matters, or to seem to be 
opposing anything that was meant, however mis- 
takenly, to promote reverence in worship. But the 



'[The aUnsion is to the ap- 
proaching General Convention, 
which assemMed In Baltimore 



in October, Bishop Belwyn, of 
Lichfield, being Bishop Whitting- 
ham's guest] 
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real question that lay underneath was not a trifling 
one. Extreme Bitualism was, in his opinion, a positive 
obstacle to Church progress in the peculiar circum- 
stances of that portion of the Church of God of 
which he had been made the "overseer." Bitual 
that might to-day be not only harmless, but even 
useful, in Pittsburgh, was in those days quite the 
reverse. The true question was, in fact, whether the^^^'^^^"*^ 
new Diocese of Pittsburgh was to be directed by 
the father in Christ who had been appointed to 
the charge {divinely appointed the Bitualists were 
constantly insisting), or, it might be, by a few young 
priests fresh from a theological seminary— not unfre- 
quently new converts from some other Protestant 
denomination — ^fuU of their fancies about what was 
"Catholic," and with all that imprudent ardor and 
rush that is proverbially characteristic of the in- 
experienced. In short, was the commander-in-chief, 
who knew the plans of the campaign and who could 
overlook the whole field, to control the operations 
of the army, or should the colonels, captains and 
drummer-boys of the various regiments and com- 
panies dictate to the general ? Or, if not that, were 
they to march as they pleased and act as they saw fit, 
each in his place, however ill-advised their per- 
formances might be in the eyes of their superior 
officers? 

The meaning of the ordination vow, therefore, is a 
question of real moment, and the biographies of dis- 
tinguished bishops are places where one might expect 
some light to be thrown upon the subject. Kot a 
year, scarcely a month, passes without the question 
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coming np in Bome of our namerons dioceeeo,^ and the 
moBt extraordinary ground has been taken to justify 
the repeated resistance which we have witnessed to the 
authority of bishops. It may therefore, before dis- 
missing this topic, be worth while to add a few words 
to show that Bishop Kerfoot was entirely in accord 
with leading authorities of the High-Church school 
in which he had been trained. 
mtoumprofi- In the first place, he expected no more obedience 
^' than he had always rendered to his own bishops, 

Onderdonk, in New York; Whittingham, in Mary- 
land ; and Williams, in Connecticut When Bishop 
Whittingham wrote to him, in 1843, to put out his 
candles at St. James's, and to charge Dwight Lyman 
and Mrs. Tilghman not to ruin the newly^established 
school by their symbolism, as he called it — Ritualism 
being then a word unknown — would it not have been 
strange indeed if Eerfoot, a young clergyman from 
New York, had told the Bishop of Maryland that the 
two lights were prescribed in English canons; that 
they symbolized " the two natures of our Lord," and 
that he could not put them out without surrendering 
his faith in the Incarnation ? And then suppose he 
had gone on to instruct his bishop in canon law, and 
had informed him that he had no right to issue any 
"godly admonition," except a sentence pronounced 
after trial and conviction, and that in the meantime 
the lights should go on burning I Yet this is very 
much the way in which not a few bishops have been 
treated in recent years. 

Three authorities will be quoted, Hugh Davey 

^ The reader wiU recaU instances for himself from Pennsylyania, 
New York, Chicago, Missouri, Kansas, etc. 
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Evans, Biahop Whittingham and Canon IAMotl. Three cnohor- 
Strange to say, the opinion of the first two can be 
accurately given in the Incid language of Archbishop 
Whately. At the time when the well-known Mary- 
land controversies were at fever-heat, it happened that 
Archbishop Whately issued an admonition to a Low- 
Church clergyman for some doings in connection 
with the Evangelical Alliance of which His Grace of 
Dublin disapproved. When the clergyman wrote to 
inquire what he understood to be the meaning of the 
ordination vow, the archbishop addressed to him one 
of his able and elaborate letters on the subject. The 
whole occurrence was a godsend at that juncture to 
Bishop Whittingham and Hugh Davey Evans. Here 
was a distinguished bishop, celebrated for his logical 
power and clear style — decidedly not a High Church- 
man — taking the very ground, on Episcopal authority, 
for which Whittingham and Evans had been con- 
tending. The letter was quietly reprinted in The 
True CathoUc (Vol. IV, pp. 82-85), without a word 
of comment, under the significant title, " Letter of the 
Archbishop of Dublin on the Ordination Vow." The 
letter is so valuable in itself as a treatment of this 
disputed question that it would be well worth repro- 
ducing entire from the old Church magazine where, 
along with many other treasures, it lies buried. Boom 
can be made, however, for only a few paragraphs, and 
these, it must be remembered, represent not only 
Whately's opinions, but also those of Hugh Davey 
Evans and Whittingham : 

Palace, Dublin, 14th March, 1846. 

.... Were I to say that a bishop has no right to forbid any- ^rcAM«A<9> 
thing " not contrary to the laws or canons/' etc., I should be "^""*^' 
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reducing that office to that of a regulator of mere iQBigniflcant 
trifles — a kind of master of the ceremonies — an office which 
would not need a bishop for each diocese, but might be 
adequately discharged by one of the humbler officers of the 
royal household acting for the whole empire. And even in 
these trifles he might be obeyed or disobeyed at pleasure 
wherever ^^ the laws " had made no decision. 

In fact, the vow so solemnly made would evidently be a 
mere idle mockery, if we were to understand a bishop's admo- 
nitions to be entitled to obedience only in things already 
determined by the Church or the civil government, — ^to be 
binding just in those cases wherein one is equally bound 
without any admonition. This, surely, would be a ^' non- 
natural mode of interpreting." 
M^idnqof ^n^ equally nugatory would it be to interpret " godly " as 
meaning what is, in each clergyman's opinion, conducive to a 
desirable religious object. For each is already bound in con- 
science to do, in all things left to his conduct and control, 
whatever he thinks likely to promote the religious and moral 
good of his people. 
One limit What, then, you may say, is the limit ? since some limit 
there must be. In the first place, the word ^^ godly " is one 
limit, in the meaning in which every man of sense must per^ 
ceive it was used — viz. : " of or relating to God " — pertaining 
to religious (as distinguished from secular) matters. Our 
older writers commonly use this term, and also ^' ghostly " 
(what we now more commonly call ^^ spiritual "), to denote 
what has reference to religion, as distinguished from what are 
called ^^ human affairs." A clergyman's voting, for instance, 
for a member of Parliament or the like does not come under 
the cognizance of a bishop. 
ta^Hmiu^' ^^^ there is another most important limitation, which, even 
if it were not distinctly mentioned in the oath administered, 
would be plainly suggested to every candid and intelligent 
mind by the very nature of the case. As in Paul's admoni- 
tion to *' children to obey their parents in all things," so here 
we, of course, understand the limitation ^' in all lawful and 
honest commands." Anything contrary to the law of the 
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realm, or of the Church— anything immoral or contrary to 
God's Word— no one, of coarse, can be bound to by any 
vow. 

And the like holds good in all other cases. Soldiers ought 
to obey their officers ; and if each soldier were to march or 
fight according to his private Judgment, they would be, 
though individually good warriors, an undisciplined rabble, 
easily defeated by half their number of regular troops ; but if 
a general should be a traitor, and lead his troops to war 
against their king and country, they would be bound to 
disobey him. 

If, for instance, a bishop of a diocese in which I held a Imtanees. 
cure, should desire his clergy to abstain from teaching the 
doctrine of the Atonement, or to inculcate views which I was 
convinced were at variance with those of our Communion 
service or baptismal service, or with any of the formularies or 
Articles ; or if he should urge us to incite the people to resist 
government, etc., I should consider that I was under a prior 
obligation on the opposite side. 

But, then, in order to make good this plea, I must be 
satisfied that I am under a specific obligcUion to thai particular 
thing which the bishop forbids. In the supposed case I 
should be bound to inculcate those very doctrines of the 
Gospel and of the Church which he bids me opiK>se or 
suppress. But as for the mere general, conscientious obliga- 
tion to do everything (that is left to my discretion) with a 
view to the promotion of sound religion and morality 
according to the best of my own judgment, this would not be 
a valid plea in opposition to the specific admonition of the 
bishop as to some particular point. For that general obliga- 
tion extends to all parts of the ministerial duties. And it 
would be, as I said before, making the vow nugatory, to say 
that I am to obey the bishop only when he directs me to do 
what I felt conscientiously bound to before 

The subject was also skilfiillj treated some mne Hugh Davey 
years later by Hugh Davey Evans, in his work on The 
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Epi90opaiU} The particalar topic of the ^ godly admo- 
nition " is handled in the dearest style, bnt with great 
moderation, in the compass of some five or six pa^^es 
(pp. 182-188). He makes it plain that the <<godlj 
judgment" of the Ordinal and the ^Uawfnl direo- 
tions" of the Institution Office '^cannot be mere 
repetitions of the existing laws with directions to 
obey them." He adds : 

No man can be bound to do that which he beUeyes to be 
evil ; but if he is to act in concert with others, he must act 
under authority ; and it is of the nature of authority that it 
may oblige men to do that which they may think unpleasant, 
iuconyenient, nugatory or inexpedient. 

It seems clear that unless the conscience of the inferior 
tell him, not merely that the act which he is required to do is 
unpleasant or inconvenient to himself, or useless or inexpe- 
dient for the public, or even all four, but that it is absolutely 
sinfid — contrary to the law of God — ^he is bound to obey. 
The rule of his obedience is the lawfulness of the command, 
its consistency with law, not his own Judgment as to its pro- 
priety in any other point of view. Moreover, his disobedience 
is to be justified as an assertion of the rights of conscience, not 
of an abstract idea of liberty, which may lead him to doubt 
whether the command given be warranted by some existing 
law (p. 185). 



It is difficult to see how any one accustomed to 
interpret language accurately — still more, any one 
who professes the old High-Church theory about 
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bishops — can fail to see the force of Hugh Davey 
Evans's arguments.* 

The theory of the Episcopate so ably maintained 
by Hugh Davey Evans was well known to be that of 
Bishop Whittingham, another of the great High- sp, wMUing- 
Church leaders; but it will be interesting to give a^*^ 
veritable specimen of one of Bishop Whittingham's 
" godly admonitions." The one which follows is nota- 
ble for two reasons : 1. It is expressed in terms 
which bring out his conception of a bishop's powers 
and duty, and a clergyman's correlative obligation; 
2. The point to which it relates (the use of wafer 
bread) is by some ritualists (taking the word in its 
ancient as well as in its modern sense) regarded as 
expressly left open, while by others it is even said 



iWhat the early Tractarians 
thought, we know from a strik- 
ing passage in the Apologia of Car- 
dinal Newman, that illnstrions 
writer of whom Mr. Gladstone 
has said that ^' he conld scarcely, 
even if he tried, compose a sen- 
tence that would not be a thing of 
beanty," {Memoirs of J. B. Hope- 
Seott, II, p. 384). Dr. Newman 
says, among other things : ** But 
what to me was jure divino was 
the Yoice of my bishop in his own 
person. My own bishop was my 
Pope; I knew no other; the suc- 
cessor of the Apostles, the Vicar 
of Christ. This was but a prac- 
tical exhibition of the Anglican 
theory of Church Gk>yemment, as 
I had already drawn it out myself 
after yarioui Anglican diylnes. 
This continued aU through my 



course ; when at length, in 1845, 
I wrote to Bishop Wiseman, in 
whose Vicariate I found myself, 
to announce my conyersion, I 
could find nothing better to say 
to him than that I would obey the 
Fiope M 1 had obeyed my own 
bishop in the Atiglican Chwrch.^* . . 
How utterly different this spirit 
is from that with which we haye 
been familiar in later yean both 
in this country and in England I 
When the modem Ritualist goes 
to Rome (as he now and then 
does), the yery first lesson he 
learns is that the privilege of dis- 
obeying, and eyen of abusing, his 
bishop is a "Protestant" right 
which will not be put up with for 
a moment ; he then readily aban- 
dons it, haying learned that it is 
not "Catholic." 
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that, according to the rubrics of the American Prayer- 
Book, wafer bread is to be preferred ! ' 



The Bishop of Maryland to the Rev, 



-, Rector of 



Churchy Baltimore^ 

A "^godiyaamo- Beo. and Dear Brothery-^^Kving recently learned that in 
seyeral instances administration of the Holy Communion, 
more or less public, is made with the use of wafer^ or of 
bread impressed into form of wafer, in some cases unleavened, 
from which introduction into the Diocese of usages novel, 
inconvenient, alien to the mind and wont of our branch of 
the Church, and tending to the offence of weak consciences, 
and great disturbance of mind among communicants, very 
evil consequences are to be apprehended^— in some cases are 
already manifesting themselves — I deem it binding on me by 
solemn vows to set forward peace and quietness in my 
Diocese, and faithfully to maintain the discipline and worship 
of the Church according to its established order ; to declare. 



> The logical proceBS by which 
this conclusion is reached is 
this: The English mbric says 
explicitly: **And to take away 
aU occasion of dissension and 
superstition which any person 
hath or might have concerning 
the bread and wine, it shall suffice 
that the bread be such as is usual 
to be eaten; but the best and 
purest wheat bread that conven- 
iently may be gotten." 

Tills important rubric was 
deUberately omitted by the 
American revisers in 1789. 
**But,*' say the Low Churchmen 
(ignorant where tlieir principles 
would carry them), " omission is 
prohibition ; wherever the Ameri- 
can Prayer-Book omits an 
Snglish rubric, the tiling omitted 



is thereby forbidden." Hence, in 
the American Church ordinary 
wheat bread is forbidden, and by 
implication wafer bread (the 
other use) is commanded! Ttiis 
may be a mere J^u d^etprit^ but at 
all events it is a clever argu- 
mentum ad hominem when ad- 
dressed to any one who main- 
tains that ** omission is pro- 
hibition." 

*It may be weU to add that 
the presbyter to whom this was 
addressed (the Rev. J. Richey) 
obeyed it. Though a very ad- 
vanced Churchman, he had not 
reached the point of disregarding 
an official admonition of his 
bishop, and with his loyal nature, 
it is not likely he ever would 
have gone so &r. 
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in virtue of my office and atUhority aa Bishop of the Diocese 
of Maryland, that, by the usage of the said Diocese, in the 
administration of the Holy Communion, the bread required 
by the rubrics of the order for such administration is wheaten 
bread made as is customary for ordinary use. 

And in discharge of the same office, and by the same 
authority as Bishop of the Diocese of Maryland, / do hereby 
admonish all and sundry the presbyters of my said Diocese^ 
and you in particular^ to give heed, in all administrations of 
the Holy Communion, whether stated or otherwise, whether 
public or private, that the bread used be such as is described 
in the foregoing my declaration and godly judgment^ and none 
other. 

Looking assuredly for your fulfilment of solemn promise 

by reverent obedience with a glad mind and will to this my 

authoritative judgment and admonitiony J am, very faithfully, 

your loving friend and brother, 

W. R. Whittinqham,' 

Bishop of Maryland. 



1 That High-Ghnrch principles 
are Bometimes palofally inconye- 
nient to those who profess them, 
may be freely admitted. And 
this is doubtless the reason why 
they are sometimes abandoned 
in such an abmpt and amusing 
Duoiner. The pretty shoe that 
we recommend to others does 
not seem quite so admirable 
when it pinches our own foot 
The galled jade may wince, so 
long as our withers remain 
upwrung. Bishop Whittingham, 
on the contrary, delighted in 
proTing his sincerity by main- 
taining his principles under diffi- 
culties. The more the shoe 
pinched, the more pleasure did 
he take in showing that he could 
wear it. One of his clergy, who 
was intimate with him, ventured 



once to expostulate with him : Sp, WhiUing- 

«* But, bishop, you allow Mr. ^uij^. on 

and Mr. to do such-and-such High-Church 

things without reproof. Why do Pr*»^P^' 
you keep all your godly admoni- 
tions for im/" '^Because, my 
dear fellow, I am sure you will 
heed them. I am not so sure of our 
Low-Church brethren. Besides, 
what is the use of a man's having 
principles, and especially High- 
Church principles, if he can't 
carry them out, * though it were 
to his own hindrance ' ? '' 

Once again he was expound- 
ing the claims of the Episcopate 
in a truly Ignatian strain— that 
the presbyter ought to receive 
his Catholic truth through his 
bishop, etc. *'But,'' said his 
f]*iend, a young presbyter of 
whom he was fond, ** this works 
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coMmJAddm. The last quotation will be from Oanon Liddon'a 
BOW famous sennon at the consecration of Bishops 
King and Bickersteth (1885). The title, ''A Father 
in Christ/' gives the keynote to liis thought and 
argument, which is presented with all his winning 
persuasiyenoss and grace of style. 



taine. 



adminbly well wbUe I am Id the 
Diocese of Maryland. But, 
biftbop, BQppoee that I were a 
presbyter of the Diocese of Vir- 
ginia / " <* Ob I " ' caid Bishop 
WhittiDgbam, laughing merrily, 
and holding np bis bands in real 
or pretended horror, " God for- 
bid, my dear F , that your 

lot should ever be cast in the 
Diocese of Virginia! " 
H, D. E. and Hugh Davcy Eyans was another 
M^ap McJl- y^^Q not only called himself a 
True CathciiCy but bad the incon- 
venient habit of being logical. 
In 1846, Bishop Mcllvaine refused 
to consecrate St. PauPs Church, 
Columbus, unless the rector and 
vestry would remove their 
'* altar*' and "substitute what 
Bishop Ridley in his visitation 
articles called a 'right table,' 
* an honeist table,' * a table stand- 
ing on legs.'* " The young rector, 
the Rev. H. L. Richards — prob- 
ably at that date aln^st the 
only "High Churchman" west 
of the Ohio River— was at first 
inclined to demur. (Bishop Mc- 
llvaiue, however, took in his 
letters the very strongest High- 
Church ground about the 
authority of bishops.) Mr. 
Richards applied for advice to 
Hugh Davey Evans, as the first 
ecclesiastical lawyer in the 



country. The interesting pri- 
vate correspondence that passed 
between them is in the possession 
of the present writer, and is 
most creditable to the ability 
and Christian temi>er of Mr. 
Richards. The letters of the 
latter to the Bishop of Ohio 
consisted largely of quotations 
from those of H. D. £. to 
himself, which, he said, consti- 
tuted his text-book on canon 
law and * Catholic principles. 
Bishop Mcllvaine, ignorant 
who was behind the scenes, 
doubtless said to himself: " This 
is the first High Churchman I 
have heard of in Ohio ; if they 
arc all going to write like thisj I 
had better consider all my posi- 
tions very carefully." 

And what was the advice of 
Hugh Davey Evans ? It was, in 
brief, "Obey: to obey is better 
than sacrifice; the shape of an 
altar is no essential matter of 
Christian truth." "In the 
providence of God," said he, 
**your work lies in the dio- 
cese of an uncathollc bishop; 
but whatever you do, don't 
abandon your High-Cbureb 
principles the moment it becomes 
inconvenient to practise them." 
(We may therefore easily imagine 
what advice H. D. E. would have 
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Bishop Kerfoot, in his letter of September 2, 
1869, containing bis ^' godly admonition," used tbese 
words : 

How frequent, distinct, kind and patient my counsels to you 
on such matters have been since you entered the Diocese, 
and how utterly unavailing, you well know. I have no ground 
whatever yet given me to think that you propose in any 
degree to submit to your bishop's judgment tlie modes of 
worship which you inculcate upon that portion of the people 
committed to my charge which may he gathered into your con' 
gregation. To them, and to the order of the Diocese and of 
the Church, I owe it to speak distinctly 



given to tbe young rector of 
All Saints' in his dispute with 
the High-Church Bishop of Pitts- 
burgh, whom Evans so greatly 
admired and revered.) 

Wliat was the result? Mr. 
Bicliards yielded entirely to his 
bishop, reserving his own per- 
sonal and private opinion. The 
Bishop of Ohio was Just as ready 
to yield all he could to Mr. 
Bicliards. Mr. R. drew a " heavy 
Gothic structure,*' as much 
unlike a "table" as anything 
in rerum natvrOy but with certain 
appendages which a Low Church- 
man of a charitable and poetical 
imagination might fancy to be 
"legs." The bishop expressed 
himself as " perfectly satisfied." 
The rector and vestry of St. 
Paul's, Columbus, were, of 
course, no less so. The church 
was consecrated, and peace 
reigned from the Ohio River to 
the Pacific Ocean. Mr. Richards 
warmly tlianked Hugh Davey 
Evans: "Indeed, sir, I take 



pleasure in saying that we have 
throughout followed your advice, 
and that not only on account of 
our respect for and confidence in 
you as a man and a Churchman, 
but because your advice has com- 
mended itself at once to our 
reason and conscience as most 
proper, most Christian, and most 
Catholic. We at least have 
learned a lesson .... which we 
learned, indeed, from our cate- 
chism, and which lies at the very 
foundation of our religion, but 
which, alas I we are but too liable 
to forget when it is most needed ; 
1 mean the lesson of obedience-^ 
quiet, humble, self-denying 
obedience." Such was the True 
Catholic of 1846. When we 
"advance" some twenty years, 
we see him not only changed in 
his external g^rb and vestments 
(which is a matter of very small 
account), but so transformed in 
tone and temper that we are 
forced sometimes to exclaim, 
Q^anivm miU<U'M ab illo t 
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Oanon Liddon, expounding a bishop's ftinctioos and 
authority, thus states the Oatholic theory and praotice : 

The bishop, too, as the father of Us diocese, is the one teacher 
within its limits. In the eye of the Church all the cleisy are 
his substitutes ; he can, by the law of the Church, whenever 
jMi magUUHL he wills, take their place. This is his ju9 magi$Uru. Holding 
as he should in his mind and conscieuce the deposit of the 
true faith, his first duty is to see that it is taught to bis flock ; 
that it is taught in its integrity; that it is defended when 
assailed ; that it is reasserted in its purity when corrupted or 
disfigured. 

And in an important note, in which he admits 
(what no casuist has ever denied) that the case may 
occur when a bishop, like other fathers, ought to be 
disobeyed, he adds : 

Nevertheless, the rule is that the bishop is the teacher and 
guardian of the Mth of his fiock^ and that it is at once their 
happiness and their duty to obey him. And there ace suffi- 
cient reasons for insisting on this in our own day. (Pp. 19, 20.) 

Canon Liddon continues : 

As the father of lus diocese, the bishop is its ruler. His 
right to rule is derived, not from a bbdy of electors who have 
made him, for their common good, a chief magistrate, but 
from the character which he inherits from the Apostles of 
Christ 

The bishop rules not only the outward circumstances and 
departments, but also the inner life of his fiock; he has, 
Ju» lUurgkum, within limits, the jus lUurgieum — the right and duty of 
providing that prayers, supplications, intercessions and 
eucharists should be made for all men, and especially for 
all In authority (I. Tim. ii. 1, 2). Everything liturgical, 
according to primitive Church law, save the matter and form 
of the Sacraments, and the language of the Catholic Creeds, 
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is subject to his discretion, Iq later ages, as we know, this 
discretion has been limited almost to the point of annihilation 
by the Congregations of Bites, and by acts of uniformity ; yet 
it may be well, on an occasion like the present, to recall the 
sense of early Christendom (Pp. 22, 23.) 

Th« subject need not be further pursued. The signs 
of the times indicate that a reaction has already begun. 
Churchmen owe a gi^at debt to Canon Liddon for the 
timely words of his sermon, " A Father in Christ," 
which has already reached a third edition. It may 
be safely predicted that sober-minded men, both clergy 
and laity, are more likely to adopt this Catholic- 
minded writer's exposition of the sense of early 
Christendom, than a theory which would rob the 
bishop, as father, pastor and ^^ overseer " of the flock, 
of some of the most useful aud time^houored features 
of his sacred office. 



/ 



CHAPTER XX. 

BISHOP KBBFOOt'b ILLKBSB IN THE SPBING OF 1873. 

The years between the first Lambeth OonfereBce 
and 1873 had been very busy, useful and prosperons 
ones, checkered of course by sorrows and disappoint- 
ments. Notwithstanding illness in his family and 
the uneasiness of mind which this caused, and his own 
weak health and liability to frequent neuralgic head- 
ache, Bishop Kerfoot was indefatigable in his visita- 
tions — ^surpassed in this respect, probably, by few, if 
M^auaimd any, bishops. He enjoyed the work and appreciated 
XSt^^ the kind rLption which everywhere met him, though 
frequently it was a severe tax upon his energies. But 
he would unselfishly put aside his own cares as far as 
he could, and rouse himself for the necessary exertion. 
His friends all over the Diocese of Pittsburgh will 
recall these amiable characteristics. The families of 
rich and poor (and he would frequently, by prefer- 
ence, accept the hospitality of the latter) delighted to 
receive and entertain "the bishop," but they little 
knew how worn with toil and travel and anxiety was, 
sometimes, the honored guest who appeared so bright 
and cheerful by their firesides, and whose conversation 
was so instructive. If there were little children, he 
was at once drawn to them, and they in turn took to 
him, became familiar, and never forgot him. Dr. 
Norman has told us (what the diaries fully bear out) 
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how he used to spend more than the mere Sunday in 
most parishes ; ho woald inquire for the sick and the 
afflicted, woald visit them, talk to them, pray with 
them, administer the Holy Communion, and, in short, 
bestow all those blessed provisions of the Church for 
her children which would naturally be much appre- 
ciated from the hands of their bishop, who thus went 
out of his way and took such pains to be their minister 
and servant {dL&Kovo^)} This was one of the traits that 
so endeared him to his laity and made his annual visits 
looked forward to with pleasure. 

Besides this, he did a vast dealof work for the 
Church at large as a member of important committees 
appointed by the General Convention, and his cor- 
respondence was enormous. His loving labor told in 
rapidly building up his Diocese, and the results abide 
for other men to take up and build upon. Thes^ 
years were periods of theological excitement and 
discussion without parallel since 1845 ; and yet contro- 
versies, caused by Kitualism and the Cummins schismy 
etc., had gradually subsided in his Diocese ; harmony 
prevailed, and along with it a disposition to take the 
bishop of their choice as the leader given them by 



> AU this he managed to do, so 
as to help and strengthen the 
resident pastor— not interfere 
with him. He isnew that some- 
times people wUl take sngi^es- 
tions and even reproofs, if gently 
and judicionsly administered, 
from a comparative stranger and 
from their bishop, which they 
would resent fh>m the clergyman 
who lives habitaally among them. 
The clergyman, of course, would 

/ 



usually accompany the bishop in 
his rounds, and tell him where to 
go, and give him hints as to the 
condition of things which the 
bishop's tact enabled him to use 
quietly in the course of his con- 
versation. If the rector happened 
to be a young and inexperienced 
man, he received in this way, in- 
directly, a valuable lesson in pas- 
toral work for which some were 
very grateftU. 
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God, Tf^hich is ever the Bureet secret of Church progrees 
in any Diocese. 

Instead of attempting to chronicle the bishop^s 
movements from parish to parish, or quoting from his 
annual addresses, the results of some of this work may 
be given, as briefly summed up by himself in an 
" anniversary letter " to the friend with whom he took 
sweet counsel, and to whom he could freely open his 
heart without fear of being misunderstood. The 
passage will tell the condition of things at the begin- 
ning of this year : 

The B%8hop of Piitshurgh to the Bishop of Maryland. 

Pittsburgh, St. Paul's Day, Jan. 25, 1873. 

My Very Dear Bishop Whittingham^-^Jn&t at this hour 
(11 o'clock a. m.) this day, seven years ago, we were begin- 
ning that solemn service of consecration in the old Trinity 
Church in this city. That old, holy house is gone, and a 
grand, new one has its place ; but the hour and its memories, 
and the loving recollections of &thers and brethren who 
came to be with me, live on. Bishop Hopkins and Dr. 
Passmore, and my own dear brother Richard, twenty-three 
months my senior, and Capt. Brereton and others, have gone. 
Six of the seven consecrating bishops and I myself live yet. 
And, to my joy, I can, after seven years, write to you, my 
loving friend and father, yet among us; though then we 
feared, as much as we dared to hope, for your life. I have 
often been just going to write to you since your return [from 
the Old-Catholic Congress in Cologne], but work, etc., etc., 

etc.— you know it all 

somermtUiqf My review of myself for these seven years makes me very 

^Swk!^^"^ sure of and anxious for my many deficiencies ; not in hard 

work and honest purpose, but in much besides Uiat the office 

calls for— more faith, prayer and devotedness. Oh I what 

could they not have done ? But there has been growth these 
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seven years : twenty-seven new churches (five of these re- 
placing former and inferior ones) ; ten more, enlarged and 
refitted ; seven new ones now building, and four to be begun 
soon ; this outlay, so far, about 4570,000 ; two-tliirds or more 
of this outside of Pittsburgh, and mostly spent in small 
churches. Our 2000 communicants seven years since are 
now 4000. The working class are more by two-thirds. 
Confirmations somewhat above the average (*. e., one-tenth 
of the communicants). I see great advance in knowledge of 
Church principles and in Church work. Our Diocesan mis« 
sions have received $1.30 per communicant yearly; we seek 
more now. Old places have, most of them, been revived 
and strengthened, and we have services at forty places not at 
all reached then. We have entire peace and order in the 
Diocese. But I often feel that a bishop might have done 
things of several abiding sorts that I have not yet done. My 
comforts are : 1. I never sought this work ; 2. God does 
send many gains; 3. Beginnings are making of life and 
unity as a Diocese; 4. It is Eis work — ^He will do it ; and He 
will pardon me for Christ's sake. We are all perfectly well, 
and all send much love to you, Mrs. W. and your daughters. 

Ever your loving and grateful son, 

J. B. Kebfoot. 

In the spring of this very year, however, he had an AiamOngtu- 
alarming ilhiess, which was nearly fatal, and excited^ ' 
the greatest concern not only thronghont his own, but 
in many other dioceses. Telegrams of inquiry and 
letters of sympathy poured in from all sides as soon 
as it was known that the Bishop of Pittsburgh was 
lying at death's door. All the details of this anxiona 
time that can be published will be found in the letters 
that follow, chiefly from the Rev. Abel A. Kerfoot to 
Bishop Whittingham. Though Bishop Kerfoot lived 
and labored more than seven years after this severe 
attack, his strong constitution had received a shock 
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which left its mark upon hiniy and would have 
justified more care of himself, and more rest and 
recreation, if he conld haye been induced to take it. 

COBBESPONDENCE. 

Rev. A, A, Kerfoot to the Bishop of Maryland. 

11 Cliff St., Pittsburgh, March 11, 1873. 

My Dear Bishop and Father^ — ^Yoa will be grieved to hear , 
of Uie dangerous illness of my dear, good father and your 
loving friend. He has had, beginning February 28th, a suc" 
cession of terrible hemorrhages from the nose and throat 
wMch have reduced him to a very feeble condition. On 
Thursday morning last, after a most painful and trying 
operation, the physicians succeeded in stopping the flow. 
.... We began to think the worst was over, when suddenly, 
yesterday afternoon, the bleeding began again . It was checked 
then by simple measures, but if it begin again, or, at least, 
become serious, the same operation will have to be resorted to. 
As yet, Tuesday night, no new hemorrhage has set in. The 
physicians say it will be at least a week before we can feel 
any certainty of the cure of the bleeding. Its repetition 
shows a condition of the system which makes it impossible 
to say when or how another hemorrhage may occur. He has 
to be kept very quiet, and is not allowed to move himself 
even in bed. Most symptoms — ^pulse, appetite, etc. — are good. 
But we have great cause for constant anxiety. He kaows his 
danger, is quiet and resigned, but at the same time cheerful 
and hopeful. Fray for him and for us, my dear father, that 
we may be supported and strengthened from Above during 
this long season of anxious watching. 

With best regards to all your family, I am very respectfully 
and affectionately your son in the Church, 

AsEii A, Eebfoot. 



ma^ 
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The Bishop of Maryland to the Beo. A. A, Kerfoot, 

Baltimore, March 13, 1873. 

Dear Abel^ — ^Most earnestly have I joined in your suppli- Bp. Whuting- 
cations to our Heavenly Father that, if it he His will, we may ' '^^ ^ 
he spared the dreadful loss impending over us ; and I cannot 
hut hope that, for His Churches sake. He will mercifully hear 
our cry, and grant yet long years of a usefulness which has 
hitherto seemed to me to he hut just heginning to show what 
it really could and would effect. 

Your dear father is, of course, in no condition to he trouhled 
with a long message ; hut tell him that I am in spirit at his 
hedside, and sharing in his commendation of himself to that 
gracious Will which is all love and wisdom, and ordereth all 
things aright. If our hlessed Redeemer can spare him from 
His Church on earth, it is hetter to he with Him ; hut, for our 
sakes, continuance with us is to he desired. We need our 
dear one, and have a right to implore a merciful consideration 
of our wants, and to plead the prevailing merits and inter- 
cession of the all-suflScient Priest and Sacrifice in hehalf of 
our petition. I have a strong persuasion that it will not be 
in vain, and that God will yet grant years of duteous and 
effectual work to His loving and true servant. 

We are all cast down by your dreadful and utterly unex- 
pected news, but the whole household joins me in entreating 
your mother, sisters and you to bear up against your fears, 
and still trust in the loving Saviour for interposition to 
deliver you yet a while from a calamity so terrible as that 
with which you have been menaced. May His presence ever 
support and comfort you more and more I 

Your own loving friend and fellow-sufferer, 

• W. R. Whittingham. 

Bev, A. A, Kerfoot to the Bishop of Maryland. 

11 Cliff Street, Pittsburgh, March 19, 1873. 

My Dear Bishop and Father^— Toxa very loving letter was 
a great comfort to us all, coming as it did on one of our most 
anxious days. You will rejoice and thank our Heavenly 
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Father with us that we have now every reason to hope for my 
dear father's recovery. During all last week the hemorrhages 
continued. • • • • On Saturday last our anxiety hecame very 
great, for there were five of these hemorrhages on that day. 
The physicians determined to repeat the painful operation of 
last week on the next day if there was any more loss of blood. 
But on Sunday there was no hemorrhage, except a very 
slight one at 10 o'clock in the evening, and since then there 
has been none, I am most thankful to be able to say. Every 
symptom is now favorable, and although the danger is by no 
means past, we have every encouragement. • • • . He has 
been wonderfully patient through all the suffering and alarm, 
and very cheerful 

The physicians say that he must take a long rest, with 
entire abstinence from work. With care he can be as strong 
and well as ever, but must avoid overwork, physical or 
mental. We are much indebted during his sickness for the 
constant care and skill of the Bev. J. P. Norman, M. D., a good 
physician and late surgeon in the Army, ordained deacon 
about a year ago. He has been with us during nearly the 
whole of the sickness, and has thus done us a kindness never 
to be forgotten. His ready aid was a great comfort in 
several sudden emergencies, when we would not have known 
what to do, and was warmly appreciated by our kind, un** 
tiring and skilful family physician, Dr. Fleming. 
L\ttingqf(h^ We are so thankful for the lifting of the dark cloud of grief 
^'^^'^' that threatened us, that we hardly now feel the iatigue of our 

nearly three weeks' nursing. It would l^ve been much 
greater but for the loving help of friends. 

Please give my respects and love to Mrs. Whittingham 
and all your fiimily. • • . • I gave your loving message to 
father. 

With great respect and affection, I am your son in the 
Church, 

Abel A. Kerfoot. 
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The Bishop of Maryland to the Ree. A. A. KerfooU 

Baltimore, 22d March, 1973. 

Dtat Ahel^ — ^Yoor anzioualy«-expected letter has filled two 
households, ours and the Harrison-Olivers', with deep thank- 
fulness to our gracious, prayer-hearing Father for mercifully 
lifting off from us the crushing blow which had seemed so 
nearly about to come upon His people. 

The sad news of Bishop Mcllvaine's death in a foreign 
land, sudden at last, and unlooked for Just when and where it 
happened, increased the tumult of our anxiety, and from 
Friday to Monday last were days of heaviness to be long 
remembered. But then the absence of evil tidings became 
our comfort, and we were hourly gathering comfort, and 
interceding for our deliverance with increasing hope, until 
your kind detail of the fearAil struggle between life and death, 
and the blessed victory granted to our prayers, brought the 
full assurance that there was yet fair ground for humble 
trust that God is reserving much fiiture work for His accepted 
servant. We have asked Him for the work's sake, and so 
are tlie more sure that for the work He is given back to us. 

But, then, what do we know about the way in which he is 
to be useful P This we do know--it is to be God's own way, 
and therefore the best and wisest and most loving, and fullest 
of all rich fruits of blessing, as well for the chosen instrument 
as for those among whom he is to be made use of. 

All here beg to be remembered as joining with you, as in 
the sorrow of your fearful anxiety, so now in the Joy of your 
new-springbig hopes. Every one we met here has been par- 
ticipating in our anxiety ; all draw the long breath of relieved 
distress in learning our relief. May the God of all comfort 
magnify His grace and blessing to you all, ever more and 
more, through Jesus Christ our Lord ! 

Your loving friend, 

W. B. Whittinohaic. 

The Bishop ofPUteburgh io the Bishop of Maryland* 

Easter Eve, April 12, 1873. 
My Very Dear Bishop^ — I can now safely write, in mod- 
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erate meaBure, with my pencil. Hy Btrength is coming^ 
to me daily, and I have twice tlda week been out driying. 
God Bent me my Lenten discipline, and I hope He Bent with 
it HIb grace, to accept and use it datiiully. He brought me 
into nearer sight of the things unseen in one's health than 
ever before. I trust that when He permits my working 
again, the lessons of faith thus learned may not be foigotteiu 
How great does the privilege of work in Christ's ministry 
show itself to be in the hours when one thinks that no more 
such work may remain to be done on earth I Many, many 
thanks to you, my dear father, for your messages of love and 
pledges of prayers sent me through Abel! My physician 
forbids as [lerilous any work for months. My own sense of 
wealmess concurs. Mrs. K. and I purpose a month's journey 
soon, beginning in dear old Maryland. The doctor bids me 
VitUtoBaUi- go ofif. If we put Baltimore in our route, and allot a week 
or two there, will it be convenient to Mrs. Whittingham and 
Miss Margaret Harrison to take us in P Our visit in Balti- 
more would be in the first half of May, but we could make 
our plans suit our friends' convenience there. Surely, if 
absence or any other reason make our visit inconvenient, you 
would say so. My fisimily are well, but were much worn 
down by four weeks' nursing day and night. All send love. 

Your loving son, 

J. B. Kebfoot. 

The Bishop of Nebraska to the Bishop of Pittsburgh. 

Omaha, March 26, 1873. 

Leturfrom Bp. ^V Bear Bishop Kerfoot^ — ^I have just read with great grief 
ciarkaon, ^^^ anxiety an account of your sickness in the Churchman. 
I pray most earnestly that the worst is over, and that you 
may soon be restored again. I wish I were near enough to 
you to take some of your duty, and thus relieve your mind of 
what must help to keep you anxious. 

Of one thing you may be sure, my dear bishop, that many, 
many hearty prayers are being offered up for your recovery, 
and none of them are more fervent than those of your greatly 

attached son and brother, 

Robert H. CiiABKSON. 
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P. S. — I will not weary you with a long letter ; but I could ^ 

not help sending you my sympathy and the assurance of my 
anxiety and of my prayers. 

The Bishop of Maryland to the Bishop of Pittsburgh. 

Baltimore, April 15, 1873. 

• 

My Own Very Dear Friend and Brother^^-lt was an un- 
hoped-for delight, this bright Easter-tide mom, to get the 
news of your conyalescence in your own welcome hand. 

But I was disappointed to find that, by a quite unusual occur- 
rence, M. had omitted to write, as I had requested her 
immediately on receipt of Abel's last kind note, to say to 
Mrs. Eerfoot that you must of course come to us as soon as 
you should be able to bear the journey. We count on it as 
a right, and I cannot exp/ess the personal comfort and satis- 
faction your being once more under our roof for more than a 
transient visit of an hour or two would afford to me. I do 
hope that among us we should be able to make you comfort- 
able and keep you quiet; while our present state and 
prospects of Church work are such as I think will help to 
cheer and strengthen you 

I have found both comfort and, I think, improvement in a 
book which, if in Pittsburgh, I would recommend as an 
enjoyable book for a convalescent — ^Hare's Memorials of a^^MmuniaUqf 
Quiet Life, Your reminiscences of your late illness, its * ^*** -W*** 
advantages and uses, remind me of much that is to be found 
in a singularly interesting correspondence of intellectual and 
spiritually-minded women in those volumes. If they are not 
accessible in Pittsburgh, we shall have them as a bonne 
bouche for your recruitment after railway fatigues, if it please 
Grod to bless us with your longed-for company once more. 

With kindest regards to Mrs. Kerfoot and the girls, and 
hearty thanks to Abel for his kind attention in keeping me 
informed of your condition, ever your own loving 

W, R. Whittengham. 
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TK€ Bi$kop df PitUbwrgh to ike BUhop of Maryland, 

Philadelphia, Ascension Day, 1873. 

AftarhiUtiiU My Very Dear Father and Friend^ — • • • • I cannot Mly 
toManfimuU ^^^ygij express my enjoyment of the last fortnight; so saj 
Mrs. K. and Abel for themselves. Physically, intellectoally 
and spiritually I got comfort and strength. I shall never 
forget that long — ^yet for me not long enough— visit and daily 
intercourse with you and dear Maggie and the children. 
Mrs. E. and Abel and I send the little folks much love. We 

should much enjoy a frolic with litUe L • With love to 

your home---all of it— and trusting and praying that every 
comfort and blessing may abide there, I am most lovingly 
your son, J. B. Kebfoot* 

The Bev. S. B. Johnton^ D. i>., to the Bishop of PUUburgh. 

Amenia Union, N. Y., April 21, 1873. 

SynqnUhif and My Dear and Honored Bishop^ — How sad I felt to hear of 
loving reifard, ^^^^ ^^^ dangerous and distressing illness! From Mrs. 

Anderson, through my New York relatives, I heard continu- 
ally, and I felt in great anxiety. To lose our venerable fathers 
in the Church, ripe in years, is hard, though it be natural and 
reasonably to be expected; but to have one laboring so 
incessantly in the fullness of his strength suddenly prostrated 
in the midst of his spiritual successes, is indeed a trial both 
to nature and to grace. I trust, my dear pupil of ancient 
Flushing days, that the danger is overpast, and that, like 

my son after his terrible accident, you may be hourly 

finding yourself growing stronger in health and for renewed 
duties. Meanwhile ^* tarry the Lord*s leisure," and may He 
favorably regard our prayers ! 

My son , who was run down by a boy's sled when 

visiting me, and borne insensible to his mother's feet, rested 
for a while and has now sailed to Bermuda. I have attained 
my seventy-first year, and am not far from my seventy-second 
(good Dr. Muhlenberg is four years my senior, and Dr. Tyng 
six years). I have retired to one of the plainest farmer 
parishes, happy to give, without salary, enough care and 
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service to keep open a little church which would else be 
closed ; protecting myself by the yery cheapness of the place 
to a degree better than salary would in a less secluded place, 
city or smart village or populous town. Here we have 
excellent health, eleven miles from Allen's home, and are 
happy and not unnseful* 

With my warmest wishes and prayers, my wife uniting in 
the same, I remain affectionately yours, 

Samuel Boosevelt Johnson. 

Bight Bev. John Babbett Kebfoot, D. D., LL.D. 



CHAPTER XXI. 

I 

1874. 

VOTAOE TO EUBOPE. — THE BONN GONFEBENOE. 

Faet l.—Englaivd, etc. 

Bishop Kerfoot, in the spring of 1874, was still 
weak and exhausted from the lingering effects of his 
illness, and weary from the strain of his year's work. 
Some of his loving laymen insisted on sending him 
abroad for a summer of rest and recreation, and his 
plans were made accordingly. 
saiit/or^ff- Accompanied by his oldest daughter, he sailed in 
the City of Hichmond on June 27th, and was met in 
Liverpool by his nephew, S. H. Kerfoot, Jr., of 
Chicago, who remained with Iiim during the English 
tour and quite took a son's place to him. The first 
plan had been to make a leisurely trip among the 
English cathedrals, visit some old friends, and then go 
to Switzerland, where the bishop was to leave his 
daughter with her aunt, Mrs. Kerfoot, of Chicago, 
and return home by himself. But having received 
an urgent letter from the presiding bishop, and 
invitations from the Old-Catholic leaders to attend 
their Congress at Freiburg and their Conference at 
Bonn, he modified his plans, thinking it his duty 
under the circumstances to represent, in this informal 
way, the American Church, among the Old Catholics, 
and do whatever he could to help forward a cause in 
which he took so deep an interest. 
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The City of Richmond reached Liverpool on July 
7th, and the bishop and his ^^ young people " went at 
once to Chester to visit the cathedral ; thence to 
Lichfield, Warwick, Stratford-on-Avon, and London. 

In London they were the guests of the Rev. Mr. ^^-^''- ^*^- 
lingham, rector of St. Mary's Church, Lambeth, and 
spent two and a half delightful weeks with him. He 
had entertained Bishop Kerfoot and his son in 1867^ ^ 
and would not allow the bishop to take his party 
elsewhere in 1874. 

The old church and pleasant rectory look upon the 
Lambeth Palace grounds, and the hospitality of the 
archbishop and his family added much to the pleasure 
of the visit. The bishop had several important con- 
sultations with the archbishop, and also was much 
interested in attending the debates in the House of 
Commons on Lord Beaconsfield's Public Worship Bill, 
which was then creating considerable stir. 

When the bishop and his party left London, they Tbitrin^ng;- 
visited Oxford, Cambridge, and the cathedrals of Ely, 
Peterborough, Lincoln, York and Durham; made a 
short tour to Edinburgh and the Lakes, and to Melrose 
and Dryburgh Abbeys; and returning along the 
western side of England, visited Wolverhampton, and 
the cathedrals of Worcester, Hereford, Gloucester, 
Bristol, Salisbury and Winchester. In each cathedral 
town where the bishop stayed long enough to make 
himself known, he met all possible courtesy and kind 
attention from the clergy of the cathedrals ; and the 
same was true at the universities, though it was 
vacation then, and but few of the ^^ Dons " were in 
town. Thus social interest and pleasure were added 
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to the varying intereste of the wonderful cathedral 
architecture, and each day Beemed more delightfnl 
than the la&t. A visit was made to Mrs. Monokton, 
of Stretton, one of the kind entertainers of the bishop 
in 1867, and a delightful week was spent in a charm- 
ing English country-house. 

On the 22d of July the bishop returned to London, 
and on Sunday, the 28d, by invitation of Dean 
Stanley, he preached in Westminster Abbey in the 
owSSfSton in ^©rnoon. On Monday, the 24th, St. Bartholomew's 
wegjminster Pay, he took part, by the previous arrangement of 
the archbishop, in the consecration of the Rev. W. Basil 
Jones, D. D., as Bishop of St. David's, and the Bev. 
Edward Steere, D. D., as Bishop of Central Africa^ 
The Bishops of London, Boohester and St. Asaph's 
also assisted. The service was in Westminster Abbey, 
and the sermon was preached by the Bev. Dr. Thorold 
(now Bishop of Boohester). 
T^^to^ On the evening of the same day the bishop paid a 
* delightful visit, with his young people, to Addington 
Park, the country-seat of the Archbishop of Canter- 
bury. From thence they proceeded to Paris, where 
Mr. Kerfoot left the party to return to his own family. 
Bishop Kerfoot and his daughter then went for a few 
days to Switzerland, and thence to Freiburg, in Baden, 
where the Old-Catholic Congress was assembling. 
This wae a preliminary meeting for public speaking 
iiYeuwrgand and debates, and was attended by a large number of 
^"^ people. The Bev. Mr. Hartman, a clergyman of our 

Church, formerly of the Diocese of Pittsburgh, and a 
Oerman, acted as Bishop Eerfoot's chaplain and inter- 
preter. The Bev. Dr. Langdon was also there. Bishop 
Beinkens and Professor Von Schulte (President of 
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the Congress) gave a hearty welcome to the Bishop of 

Pittsburgh, as the representatiTe of the American 

Chnrch. He was present at an evening social meeting 

en the 7th of Angast, and at a grand pnblic meeting 

on the following day, and also had some important 

private interviews with Bishop Keinkens. Bishop 

^ Kerfoot wrote a short address, which Bishop Beinkens 

\ caused to be translated into German and placed on 

^ the record of the Congress. 

From Freiburg the bishop went by way of the 
Black Forest and Strasbourg and the Bhine to Bonn. 
At Strasbourg he had a slight, but alarming, return 
of hemorrhage, but no serious results followed, and he 
soon recovered strength. 

The Bonn Conference occupied the 14th, I5th and 
16th of September — days full of hard, thoughtful work, 
of which more hereafter. After the Conference the 
bishop took his daughter to Geneva, to leave her there 
with his brother's family, and on the 21st turned his 
face homewards. He sailed in the City of Richmond 
from Liverpool on September 24th, and after a rough 
voyage reached New York October 4th, in good time 
for the meeting of the General Convention. 

COKBESPONDENCE. 

Tht Bishop of Pittsburgh to Mrs. Kerfoot. 

Warwick, July 9th, 1874, lip. m. 

• ... So far our anticipations have been far more than 
met. A. is enjoying herself beyond any measure, and Sam 
is a great pleasure to us. We wrote from Chester Tuesday Chester. 
evening (describing the lovely evening walk there and 
Bishop Jacobson's visit). Wednesday morning we walked 
round the walls again and sketched. At eleven Miss 
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Jacobflon came for us, and she, in her nice, sweet, English 
way, explained the cathedral to us, and then took ns over 
some other parts of that quaint town. Then, after lunching 
at the palace in a cheerful, homelike way, another Miss 
Jacobson showed us the grand old Church of St. John, close 
Ueh/Od. to the palace. Tlien ofif to Lichfield. Before our late supper 
we went up to and all around the noble cathedral and its 
close. After supper we agam strolled round the cathedral. 
I called at the bishop's palace. He and Mrs. Selwyn were in 
Londpn. But I learnt that my old friend, Bishop Hobhouse, 
lived in the close, and Bishop Abraham. I sent my card to 
Bishop Abraham by Bishop Selwyn's servant, and called at 
Bishop Hobhouse's. He was away, but to come home late 
at night. Early next morning came a note from him and 
one from Bishop Abraham asking me to breakfast. I went 
to Bishop Hobhouse's, and when he and Mrs. H. found I had 
a daughter and nephew with me, they invited them to lunch. 
We went to a fine choral service, and afterwards tlie two 
bishops took us all over the cathedral, showed us a marvellous 
old manuscript Gospel that St. Chad had used ; the curious 
and magnificent stained glass in the Lady Chapel, some fine 
tombs, etc 

To the Same. 

Stratford-on-Avon, July 10th, 1874. 

• • . • Here we stop at the Bed Horse Inn, and we all are 
now writing, as we have just supped, in the same room in 
which I did both thirty-one years ago. This fact seems to be 
forgotten here, while the less importaut one that another 
American (Washington Irving) did this some time before 
makes the room famous 1 .... 

The Bishop of Pittsburgh to Mrs, Kerfoot^ 

Charing Cross Hotel, London, 

Sunday evening, July 12, 1874. 

«... We found here a note firom Mr. Lingham (rector of 
St. Mary's, Lambeth) insisting on our coming to his house. 
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and one also from Lady Harriet Hervey, — ^very cordial, — ^lishfiospit- 
telling of Lord Charles's absence in the tJnited States, and ^* 
providing for a visit after his return. I found here also Mr. 
Lingham's card, and in the evening I went to see him. He 
would not consent to our not coming, and was so afiectionate 
and urgent that I said I would convey his message to my 
young folks, and they would decide. Mr. L. had told the 
archbishop and Bishop Browne of my coming, and they sent 
me very cordial messages. He urged my preaching this 
morning, but I declined. The archbishop expected to meet 
me in his church (St. Mary's), which the archbishop and his 
family attend. So we all went to his church this morning, 
and he put us in the archbishop's pew, which we shared with 
his family. The archbishop usually sits, not robed, with his 
family. To-day he came robed, probably to be with me in 
the chancel, as he expected me to preach. As he passed out 
he came to me and welcomed me warmly, and then we went 
into the vestry-room, and he asked for my young folk. I 
called them in and presented them both, and he at once 
asked us all to come with him to the palace to lunch. So that 
A.'s' programme came true at once. We went together to 
the palace, and he first took us into the garden, and then we 
lunched in the hall in which the Lambeth Conference met. 
The family and visitors made a large company. The arch«. 
bishop took A. in and put her by himself. The utmost 
cordiality and courtesy were shown. We were there two 
hours. The afternoon service at W^stmmster Abbey was to 
be a special one, in behalf of ^^The Marchioness of Lome's 
Incumbent Sustentation Fund," with a sermon from Dean 
Stanley. The archbishop was to go, and asked me to accom- 
pany him, and said that if a set of his robes was ready for use, 
I must wear them. Mrs. Tait, it was found, had not sleeves 
in any robe but the set he had on, so he gave me his black 



i[Allndiiig to his daughter's 
having playfaUy said that her 
three wishes were, to hear Dr. 
Liddon preach, to see ^Miss 



Tonge (the author of The Heir 
of Sedclyffe)j and to be enter* 
tained at the archbishop's I] 
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gown, and I rode with him and his chaplain to tiie Abbey, 
where the dean and other officers met us. 
^^^Ijy^ JuB^ inside the door were the Marquis and Marchioness of 
Lome, already come ; and soon came the Prince and Princess 
of Wales, and the Crown Princess of Germany and the Duke 
of Gonnaught. The archbishop and Dean Stanley spoke to 
them, but no one was introduced. The archbishop went up 
the aisle to his place, I next after him, then his chaplain, the 
dean, canons, etc. The service was, of course, a fhll 
choral one, and the sermon was good. Going out, we again 
saw the ^^ royal &mily." I had a very near view, and they 
really are a fine-looking set — ^the Marquis and MarcMoness 
of Lome very handsome, her face very winning; and the 
Crown Princess of G^ermany is a very nice, bright-looking 
young matron. The Prince of Wales looks much as when we 
saw him years ago in New York; Us wife is quite pretty and 
very slender. I don't wonder tiiat ^^ Mr. and Mrs. Lome " 
fell in love with each other. 

After the royal ones had set off in their carriages I rode 
part of the way with the archbishop, and got my gown off 
in the (Carriage and left it with his chaplain and came back to 
the hotel 

We all go to Mr. Lingham's to-morrow. I objected to Mr. 
L. last evening that three of us for tliree weeks would be an 
infliction. '* No, I have just had five for a month," etc., etc. 
^indatuntum .... Dean Stanley asked me to-day to come with my 
^"*^* friends to the Deanery to-morrow at 11 a. m., and he will 
take us and some other Americans over the Abbey. We go, 
of course. . • . • 

The Bishop of Pittsburgh to Mrs. Kerjbot. 

St. Mary's Rectory, Lambeth, 
Sunday, July 19, 1874. 

.... The Parliament House Tower clock is just booming 
its 5 o'clock. The full sight and near sound make me realize 
Her Majesty's dominion. .... 

On Thursday evening A., S. and I were at Mr. Ling- 
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ham'8 garden tea-party, in the palace grounds, for five ov GarOen^party at 
six hundred poor women of the parish. The archbishop and'^^*"*^ 
Mrs. Tait and her daughters were present and active. The 
archbishop asked me to go off with him for an hour to a 
public meeting in favor of Sunday-keeping. I rode with him 
to the National Club House, and there met and was very 
cordially received by Lord Ebury and other lords and gentle- 
men, and a seat was given me by the chair and a little speech 
extorted. Then we went back to the picnic ; and fun and 
enjoyment and some nice singing carried on the affair till 8 
or 9 p. m. I had to make an address, and Mrs. Tait and Mr. 
Lingham told stories, etc. It was very touching to see the 
crowd of poor folk (many very poor) welcomed and feasted in 
the palace gardens, and met so kindly by the archbishop and 
his fJEimily; and then to sing in the twilight ** There is a 
fountain filled with blood," in full sight of the towers of the 
Parliament House and Westminster Abbey, and the great 
hospitals right under Lambeth Palace. Old England's power 
and her grand charities came out beautifully. Then close by 
I saw the chapel where our American orders began, and 
with them our mission to carry on the same work. .... 

Mr. Lingham is as kind and afi'ectionate as can be. My 
head does well. I get 8ome nice, clear morning-sleep now 
such as I have not known for many a day. God speed my 
recovery for His work I The probability is very great of a 
Lambeth Conference in 1876. If so, I may come hither 
again in two years. Convocation asks the meeting, and the 

archbishop favors the plan 

This morning we went to the 8 o'clock Communion in Mr. 
lingham's church, and at 11 o'clock I preached for him. .... 

Monday noon, July 20.— Last evening A., Sam and I ^^ p^^^ ^^^^ 
went to St. PauPs. A verger, seeing my garb, marshalled us ^r<a, 
all through the congregation into the choir, and put me into 
a stall, and A. and S. near me. 

The choir must have quite sixty men and boys, and the 
music was very effective. The preacher gave a plain, simple, 
unwritten s«rmon to the congregation of three thousand (I 
think) in the nave. 



• • 
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There ie to be a floral show in the grounds Just under oar 
irindows. The poor are encouraged to cultivate fioweis in 
their whidowB by thia exhibition and by prizes to be givoDi. 



The Bishop of Piitiburgh io Bet. A. A. KerfooU 

St. Mary's Rectory, Lambeth, July 27, 1874. 

ZjombUh, ^y I>tar Boy,—. .... A few days ago I was calling on 
the archbishop, and he introduced the subject of the Pan- 
Anglican for 1876. I gave my voice for it. Bishop Browne 
was anxious that I should do all I could to help them to get 
the archbishop to call the Conference. I think he will. 

The archbishop asked me very cordially to be present, as a 
bishop and representative of the American Church, on the 
24th of August, at Westminster Abbey, at the consecration 
of the new Bishop of St. David's. Of course I accept. That 
afternoon we three are to go down with him to Addington 
Park, to stay ^^ as long as we can," he says ; but we can stay 
only two or three days. 

Bishop Smith writes me urging me to go to the 01d*Catholic 
Congress. Bishop Browne, of Winchester, hopes to be there. 

I am so laying my plans, and have written to Hartman 
and Langdon about it. 

To the Same, 

Oxford, Mitre Hotel, July 30, 1874. 

Oxford, We left London and Mr. Lingham's kiod and 

warm hospitality yesterday, and came here by noon, and 
have been everywhere since then. We went to St. Mary's 
Church to eveniug prayer at 4 o'clock yesterday, and met 
Mr. Burgon, who showed us some special things and asked us 
Mr, Burgm, ^^ breakfast in Oriel. We took our cofiiee at 7} o'clock, and 
were at morning prayer at 8 ; afterwards walked in some lovely 
nooks with Mr. Burgon till 9, and then had a charming, cosy 
college breakfast in his rooms with him and two ladies, his 
nieces. We all tasted a kind of claret-cup out of the only 
silver vessel retained by Oriel College when the college silver 
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Wits sent to King (Carles I. to be melted up. I took part 
yesterday afternoon and tbn afternoon in Mr. Bni^on's 
service. He asked me to give the Absolution ; and this 
morning A. and I going in a little late, we sat near the door. 
At the Absolution, he stopped and looked to me, so I had to 
read it. There I met Mr. Ffoulkes, a *^ revert " from Borne. 
This evening, by Mr. Burgon's advice, we took a boat on the 
Isis (poor Isis ! this dry summer lowets it sadly) and were 
rowed up to Iffly, and saw its eight-hundred-year-old, quaint, 
beautifid church and parsonage. I enclose you a slip from a 
yew tree older than the church. • • • • • 

To the Same. 

Cambridge, Sunday, 11 p. m., Aug. 2. 

• • • • To-day I have been at five services, A. at four. camMdge. 
We went to dioral service in King's College Cliapel; a 
glorious service it was ! Then A. and I took a long walk 
in the grounds of two or three colleges, and then we went to 
St. Mary's Church at 12 o'clock, heard part of a sermon and 
xeceived the Holy Communion. After lunch I went at 
.2 o'clock to hear a ^* select preacher." This is the ^^ Univer- 
sity Service " each Sunday at this hour. A hymn and the 
bidding prayer and the sermon are all. To-day's sermon was 
just twenty minutes long. The Dons !(as far as at home) 
were there 

The Bishop of PUMurgh to Mrs, KerfooU 

Stretton, Sunday, Aug. 8. 

.... At 9.30 o'clock we meet — i. e., the family and 
servants — ^for a short Sunday evenmg service, and I am to talk 
to the people. There are twenty servants in the house, 
twelve women and eight men, and the morning family prayers 
at 8.30 o'clock bring them all together. Sunday is well kept, 
though a little more English than American.' The parish 

> [This means, probably, in a lees puritanical spirit than was cos- 
ternary in America.] 
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church, ^^Strettoa Church," is near the house: fifty yards 
through the shrubbery brings us to it. The chancel is seven 
or eight hundred years old, the nave quite recent. The rector 
is the Bev. Mr. Napier, one of the ** fighting Napiers." The 
Sunday-school ia well kept. The three Miss M.'s work 
diligently there and among the poor. A. went into the 
village aifter afternoon service with two of the girls to visit 
some of the cottages and carry nice things to the sick and 
aged. I walked with Mrs. Monckton and her son through 

the gardens and grounds 

An mgiiUh [This house is very large, built by Inigo Jones, of brick 
eomtry ieai, ^^^^ ^^^ stone, and stands in a lovely park. It has a fine 

old square hall with a very handsome staircase, and a 
beautiful old fireplace, tiled, with a carved oak chimney- 
piece reaching nearly to the ceiling. The two drawing-rooms 
open upon this hall, and the dining-room, besides some others 
which I have not been into. In the hall are several tables 
with books, periodicals, etc., on them, and a number of 
comfortable chairs. We had afternoon tea there, and very 
agreeable it was. The drawing-rooms are just like all 
English rooms of that class — ^very large and very full of com- 
fortable couches and chairs, and little tables and screens, and 
curiosities of all lands, stands of flowers, bits of fine old 
china and choice pictures. The furniture is invariably covered 
with pretty flowered chintz and the windows curtained with 
the same. Altogether, everything looks comfortable and 
eminently dignified, and respectable rather than showy. 

Up stairs there are long, narrow halls, very slippery with 
their polished oak floors (as is also the great hall down stairs), 
and any number of pretty, pleasant bedrooms. The house is 
full of guests.]^ .... 

We are having a most delightful time, though the 

rain hinders our outdoor life somewhat. One day we went 
to a large croquet garden-party some miles ofi*. On Friday 
we drove to a great house, with its avenue one and a quarter 

>[Thi8 paragraph is Infierted firom one of Miss Eeifoot*s home 
letters.] 
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miles long, and then to BoBcobel, where Charles II was hid. 
Yesterday Mr. Monckton drove Sam and me twenty-five 
miles to two fine places. We Imiched at one and took tea at 
the other. The gardens surpass any conception one could 
have. The second place was Lord Bradford's. He was just 
home from Parliament. He took us to see his grounds and 
his dozen or more racehorses of all ages and pedigrees, and 
then took us through his house, etc. The sight of those 
horses, and the visit here on Friday morning of a pack of 
forty-three hounds with thehr trainers (out for exercise), gave 
me some novel lessons. • • • General and Mrs. W. (who are 
guests here) innst on our going to their home for a day or 
two. We cannot stay longer, as they urge and we should 
like to do, had we time. General W. is eighty years old 
and his wife sixty, but they are full of life, and take to us 

warmly 

The country all about here is very beautiful, and man*s 
work for ages is seen in its roads, houses and gardens. 
Nothing at home is like this. We are made very much at 
home here, and every one seems like an old friend 

To the Same. 

Lincoln, August 12, 1874. 
• • . • Our dear old friend General W and his wife ViHttoGm. 

■o r 

went to theu: home, Meriden, near Coventry, on Monday, 
pledging us to come to them on Tuesday. They urged 
a longer visit, but we could only give one day. So yesterday 
we came by railroad to Hampton, and there General W.'s 
carriage met us and took us to his house. The grand old 
man is six feet two or three inches high, full form, very 
handsome, eighty years old. • . i • He fought in Water- 
loo and all through the FeninsuUf War, and was in ten 
battles. He and his wife are very devout Christians. Gen. 
W. is full of fun; his eye twinkles with fun and love. 
He drew A. into battle about America (which he admires 
hugely) as soon as they met, a week ago ; and she and he 
enjoy each other. So we had a loving welcome, and a fine 
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dinner-partj at his house, and this raorniog a rather sad 
good-bye, with a demand tliat we should come ^ right there, 
the next time,'' Tliey have been married thirty-two years, 
but have never had any children. For some years past they 
have taken children, girls chiefly, out of the poorhoose and 
brought them up in thdr own house, almost like their owa 
children, but training them to be servants. Five such are 
now with them, and they came in to sing for us. The 

youngest, a little child, made her way to General W and 

into ills lap and arms, as her right. It was very beautiful to 
see such loving and wise charity.. . « • • 
We reached lincoln by six o'clock and soon went to the 
«(&S^ Outt- cathedral. It was locked ; but a really very intelligent vejger 
came and opened it and went all through with us. The 
twilight came and deepened in the hour we were in it. It was 
very impressive. The grand old House of God grew yet 
more grand and solemn as its lofty arches grew dim. Hits 
surpasses every other cathedral we have yet seen. I weal 
out alone after our 8 o'clock dinner and walked twice round 

the cathedral. We shall see it again in the morning 

At Bristol we saw the cathedral I went to my 

BUhcp Butler, fnaster^ Bishop ButUr^s resting-place, under the bishop's 
throne now, to thank God for such a gift to us 

The BtMhap of Pittsburgh to Mrs. Kerf oat. 

Addington Flark, Croydon, Aug. 26, 1874. 

Consecration qf • . . • We came down here (Addington Park, the arch* 
^ZJ^ bishop's country-seat) on Monday afternoon. That morning 
8ieer€. ^gj^ Bartholomew's Day) I was one of the four assisting 

bishops in consecrating two bishops in Westminster Abbey 
— the archbishop, the bishops of London, Rochester, St. 
Asaph's and Pittsburgh. The consecrated were the Bishop 
of St. David's (succeeding Bishop Thirlwall) and the Mis- 
sionary Bishop of Central Africa (succeeding Bishop Tozer). 
This is the first case in which one of our bishops was 
appointed in advance one of the consccrators. Bishop 
Mcllvaine united in one such act, being seen in the congrega* 
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tion and called up by the archbishop. A great many here ex* 
press their satis&ction at an American bishop so officiating. 
It was, of course, a great pleasure to me, and the new bishops 
were also pleased. It is strange, but I am nearer the 
Archbishop Moore who consecrated Bishops White and 
Provost in 1787, than the present archbishop is by several 
links. T^Q links make my chain,^ and /our the archbishop's. 
After the grand service we all went to lunch at Canon 
Jjelghton's — i^ e., the Bishop of London (Bishop Jackson) and 
his two daughters, the Bishop of Rochester (Bishop Claugh- 
ton), the Bishop of St. Asaph's, c^nd I and my two young 
people. The Bishop of London and the Bishop of Bochester 
invited us to visit them, but we shall not have the time. 

Coming out here Monday eveumg, we met Mrs. Tait and Atth^weh* 
her daughters walking in the Park — a very extended and 
rolling piece of ground, full of wild land, forest and heather ; 
so we alighted and had a long walk before coming iptp jthe 
house. There were about twenty of us at dinner, and we had 
a very pleasant evening. Prayers in the chapel at 10 o'clock, 
then all to our rooms before 11. Tea brought to our rooms 
early, chapel at 9.15, breakfast at 9.45. About 11.30 o'clock 
the archbishop put A. and a clergyman visiting here (a 
brother-in-law of Bishop Wilberforce) and myself in a nice 
dog-cart with a driver, and he and Sam got on horseback and 
we went together over the drives laid out hither and thither 
throi:^h this place, five miles in all. So Sam had the honor 
of lidii^ with the archbishop I ! In the afternoon A. and Miss 
Talt and Sam and two young persons set out for a long walk. 
The archbishop, Mrs. Tait, myself and three other guests, went 
out for a tluree-hours' drive in the big carriage, and visited 
gome places of historic note. All about here, only some ten 



>[Abp. Moore consecrated Bp. 
White (1787), who consecrated 
Bp. John Henry Hopkins (1833), 
who consecrated Bp. Kerfoot 
(18!96). Archbishop Tait was 
consecrated (Bishop of London, 
1856) by Abp. Samner, who was 



consecrated by Bp. C. R. Sum- 
ner, his brother, of Winchester, 
who was consecrated by Abp. 
Sutton, who was consecrated by 
Abp. Moore. The links in Abp. 
Tait^s chain seem to be ihrc$^ not 
four.] 
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or twelve miles from London, there k wild land (not arable) 
full of heather and forest. A. was taken in to dinner boti^ 
evenings by the archbishop, so her programme has been 
/liZmied. 

The archbishop is very cheerful and affable, and I already 
begin to feel waimly towards him. He is very earnest and 
true, and his family are as really homelike and unassuming as 
any other I know. He and I have had some important con* 
vcrsations, and we are this morning to confer about two sub- 
jects : Letters Commendatory to Emigrants, and the Lambeth 
Conference in 1876. • • 



• • 



To the Same. 

Lord Warden Hotel, Dover, 
10.45 p. m., Aug. 27, 1874. 

• • . • You must have one more letter before we cross to 
reception in the Continent. Old England has received us so kindly that 
Sngiar.a, ^^ heart is right warm towards her. We were counting this 
evening, and in the seven weeks since we landed we have 
been guests more than four weeks in these nice English 
homes ; and counting the houses we have broken bread in, 
we have been at the home-table of nineteen houses. And 
we have never used up our asked time but once— at Mrs. 
Monckton's, and then because she would not let us go. She 
and all have given cordial invitations for the future ; and we 
have had to decline several very alluring invitations now. 

Our stay at the archbishop's was as enjoyable as any, and 
there I did some good work, or rather completed some begun 
before. For my talk and my letter (written at his request) 
about ^* commending " emigrating Church-people to us led to 
a special and very full conference and agreement on that 
point. Good will come out of it. My conferences three 
weeks ago, and yesterday specially^ about his calling another 
Second Lambeth Fan- Anglican Conference, have, I think, done much to decide 
Conference. Yx]m to do this. He spoke his mind freely to me, and author- 
izes me to speak for him, and has given me a letter (addressed 
to me) to use in our House of Bishops to bring out theu: 
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request to him, that he may thus have so strong a reason for 
making such a call. Of this, however, Bay nothing^ as it 
ought to come from me fresh to our House of Bishops. The 
archbishop was so affable and kind to my young folks, as well 
as to me, that they like him much. Just as we were going 
to leave I said: ^^ These young people would like your 
Grace's blessing/' He at once called them into the next 
room, his library, and they knelt and he laid a hand upon the 
head of each of them and pronounced his benediction very 

earnestly 

Here to-night I went out to walk on the wide walk on top 
of the sea-wall, and the sea, the chalk cliffs and the rows of 
lights of the barracks, etc., on the cliffsides were so fine — 
the lighthouses also — ^that I came in for A. and S., and we 
three had a nice walk. This sea aur smells to me^ft«. I love 
it. I wish I could be in it much. I continue to gain, and 
though I cannot report no headaches in the morning, they are 
far fewer, and I can sleep much more and better 



CHAPTER XXL 

Part II.— 2%e Fourth Old-Co^Kolic Conference of 1874— jPVe»- 

hurg and Bonn. 

■The Oonference at Bonn in 1874 was one of the 
moBt important and interesting of all the conferences 
of the Old Catholics. The admirable correspondent 
of the London Guardian (evidently one of the learned 
theologians who participated in the proceedings) 
begins his long letter in the following words : 

»piru qt the Fresh from the inspiriting scene of this Conference, I cannot 
Conference, Q|^]^e a more fitting commencement of my report of its trans- 
actions than by expressing the feelings of wonder and thank* 
fulness to Almighty Grod which must penetrate the hearts of 
all who have been engaged in it. When the Conference was 
ended and the work done lay settled before us, we could do 
nothing else than say very humbly one to another, '^ It Is 
X)erfectly wonderful." We began by praying that the spirit 
of peace and unity might be with us. We ended with our 
Te Deum^ for most unmistakably our prayer had been an- 
swered. Only once throughout the three days' discussion was 
there a hot or intemperate speech ;> in every other instance 



> [This may refer to a passage 
between the Bishop of Pittsbargh 
and Mr. H. N. Oxenham, an 
English Romanist and well- 
known theological writer. That 
the bishop's influence was of 
some weight may be Jadged from 
what Mr. Oxenham said to him. 
He went so far as to tell the bishop 
that, by his earnest support of 
Dr. Ddllinger*s proposition about 
the Immaculate Conception, he 



had done more to retard Catholic 
union than he could ever undo 
in all his life, or something of 
that sort! Mr. Oxenham after- 
wards attacked Bishop Kerfoot 
and his course in the columns of 
the London Otiardian. The 
bishop was well defended In a 
long and able letter, in the same 
Journal, by the Bey. Dr. Lang- 
don.] 
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the utmost charity and patience were exhibited by all who 
took part in the proceedings. 

It must be confessed that we owe much of this harmony to 
the ready tact and patient guidance of our chairman, 
Bollinger. When this first Bonn Conference becomes 
historic, the central figure will be that of its president, whose 
geniality, learning and skill contributed mainly, under God, 
to its perfect success. Looking back now to the events of the 
last ^iree (^ys, and striving to grasp the scene, the mind 
recurs constantly to the venerable figure and pleasant smile 
of Bollinger, round whom each separate transaction seems to 
revolve, and with whose words each act of the Conference is 
conjoined. He comes before our memory in the form of the 
aged ^meon, longing for the consolation of Israel and only 
waiting to see the rising of the Light of Peace before he sings 
his Nun6 DimiUis* 

In a "Lecture on the Old-Oatholic Conference " ^«ww,/*« 
delivered after his return, Bishop Kerfoot spoke in the 
same tone about Dr. Dollinger and the results of the 
Conference. The following is an extract : 

The Conference at Bonn occupied three days. I was there 
throughout the meeting. This was Dr. Von Dollinger^ s Cow 
ference^ and his purpose was to ascertain how much common 
ground of belief and action now esasts between the leading 
historic Churches that are not in obedience to the Pope. Ko 
one came there as a commissioned representative of his 
Church, and therefore no Church incurred any obligation by 
the action of any of its members. There was no idea of 
forming fresh creeds or articles of religion-, nor any thought 
or wish to convert any one by any discussions. The aim was 
to make clear the grounds of religious belief common among 
the Old Catholics, the Greek Church, the Church of England, 
and our own American Church. Such common ground being 
ascertained and avowed as far as one Conference could do 
this, the hope was reasonable that time and kindly inter- 
course would enlarge that recognized measure of agreement. 
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The Conference held its sessions hi a hall in the UniYersity 
of Bonn, and while Dr. Yon Dollinger presided with wonder- 
fbl efficiency and thoroughness, rules of oiganization or of 
order were dispensed with. 
imprmUms qt ^^* Dollinger impresses me more profoundly than any man 
Dr. DdUinifir. j ^y^j^ met— by his intellect so strong, clear and forcible ; his 
learning— vast, accurate, oyer ready for use; his accurate 
acquaintance with the great present as well as the great past of 
the Church of Christ ; and by his entire self-reliance and prompt 
assertions and decisions, combined with unceasing courtesy 
and gentleness. He was ever anxious to catch and appreciate 
every man's idea, and to accept or answer his suggestion ; 
and his honest, devout love of truth, and of Him who is the 
truth, and his love of the brethren, constantly enlivened his 
very expressive face, so that that face and his significant 
shake of his head — ^as kind as it was decided — ^when a nega- 
tive was needed, will long remain in the memories and hearts 
of all of us. His facility and accuracy in the use of English 
enabled him to translate all he said from German into English, 
and to summarize and interpret whatever any one else said 
in either tongue, and thus the conferences were conducted 
with care and accuracy. 

His plan was to prepare as " agreements," propositions on 
the main points where our Churches were not in full and 
acknowledged concurrence in doctrine, and so to elicit judg- 
ments as to how far we do agree on those very pomts. There 
were . fifteen such ^* agreements " proposed and considered. 
They brought up the chief points on which the ecclesiastical 
bodies tliere represented have different convictions. The 
proposition on each such point was meant to go as far as all 
could go together. 
Invocation (tf On one of these ^^ propositions " — that ^' the invocation of 
^*'^- sainte is not a duty necessary to salvation "-the Greeks 
declined any concurrence, the teaching and practice of their 
Church being different; therefore, though the other bodies 
concurred, that proposition was omitted. 

On one part of another— the history and evidence of tiie 
Anglican ministry— the Greeks confessed entire lack of study, 
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informatiion and acquaintance, and therefore the others only 
concurred in our own historical assurances on this point, the 
grounds of which Dr. DoUinger fully stated and adopted. 
On one other point — the entire rejection of the doctrine of 

the Immaculate Ck>nceplion of the Blessed Virgin ^^^'^J""* ^iwiSflSSaf 
proposal came from an eminent English presbyter [Canon 
Jiddon]— that while he himself in no wise received or approved 
that doctrine, yet as many on the Continent, and elsewhere 
probably, though they rejected the Pope's right to make it 
an article of the faith, desured freedom to hold it as a pious 
opinion, therefore he would amend the proposition so as to 
avoid the utter rejection of the dogma from behig allowed 
even as a pious opinion. An English Bomanist [Mr. H. N. 
Oxenham] who was present, earnestly advocated such an 
allowance, for he held the opmion. Others joined in the 
plea on the ground of expedience and charity. • • • • 

All the Americans and two-thirds of the Englishmen were 
decided in concurring in the enture rejection of the doctrine as 
untrue, and very hurtful to men, as well as derogatory to 
Christ, who alone was conceived without sin. 

Dr. DoUmger, in gestures and tones and strong, clear state- 
ments that no hearer can forget, opposed the false dogma 
(and pressed his proposition for its rejection, not only as a 
doctrine of the faith, but even as a ^^ pious opinion ") as 
against Scripture and pure tradition, and as damaging to 
spiritual life among believers. 

On that one proposition only was there a formal vote 
taken, and then six or seven of the English present voted for 
the dilution of the proposition ; but the Greeks, the rest of the 
Englishmen and all the Americans, upheld Dr. DoUinger and 
Bishop Beinkens in their desire to have the original proposi- 
tion upheld wholly. These good men left me in no doubt as 
to their grateful appreciation of the aid given them then, as at 
other times, by this American Clmrch. Their thanks and the 
wholesome results reached would alone have repaid one for 
that special journey to Bonn. 

On arriving at Freiburg, where the preliminary 
consultation was held, Bishop Kerfoot sent the follow- 
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ing cammnnieation (translated into Gkrmaa by his 
chaplain, the Be v. Mr. Hartman) to Bishop Keinkens: 

Tht Bish&p of PitUburghU Brciherly Word to Bishop Beinkens 

and to ike Members of the Old' CaihoUe Confftess at Freiburg^ 

in Baden* 

September 8, 1874. 

BWUf{^FUt9- God'B loviDg FroTidence brings me, one of the bfahops of 
iffw^l^ Christ^l Holy Catholic Church in the United States of 
America, into your neighborhood at this time ; and I gladly 
come here to utter the word of peace and encoonigiBment. A 
courteous invitation flrom among yourselves prompted my 
compliance with an urgent request from the Presiding Bishop 
of our Church in America that I should come among you 
and bid you a loving Godspeed. This I do heartily. The 
peace of Ood be with you I The light of His Holy Spirit 
shine upon you 1 May His grace and wisdom keep you from 
every eiTor, and guide you into everything true and right ! 
Especially as an American bishop I would bring to Bishop 
Beinkens brotherly salutations from beyond the Atlantic 
Ocean. I would now offer to you, Bight Beverend and 
beloved brother, the assurance of earnest sympathy, stnmg 
confidence, high hopes and earnest prayers frcon your 
American brethren of the Episcopate, the presbyterate, and 
the laity. Though I bring no f^mal commission as the 
representative here of my Church, yet I know that I speak 
the loving minds of my brethren when I bid you, brother. 
Godspeed in your very noble, very difficult work. We do 
not at all propose to offer counsel. You need not any 
human counsel from any of us« But we do pray for you 
that He may guide and teach you and your brethren Who 
alone can teach us the whole truth* We pray for you that 
God's Holy Scriptures may be made entirely clear to you. 
We pray for you that the pure, early, original &ith of His 
Church may be yours. We pray for you that His own duly 
commissioned ministry, in the unbroken life of His own 
Church, and in His own ordained ministries and acts, may be 
yours. We pray that in rejecting error you may be enabled 
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to keep every truth. We pray and desire with confidence 
that the Holy Spirit may carry on and complete His own 
good work among you, and by your agency, guided from on 
high. 

We look on and pray earnestly; but we know that the 
^od of light leads His obedient and loving children as He 
wills. We wait His will for you. We rejoice that He puts 
this work into the hands of men so well learned in all the 
requisite knowledge of HLb Word and of His Church's 
history and theology. Such men, seeking as you do His 
Spirit's leading, will be led on rightly. Go forward, then, in 
God's name I .... So, as an American bishop, I ofier you 
my pray^s in your behalf, bishops, priests and laymen of 
Chris^t, that for your own sakes, for your children's sakes, for 
the sake of your brethren everywhere, and fcnr the sake of 
the Germans in my own country, God may give you light, 
love and courage, humility and perfect wisdom, and in His 
best time a good work completed to your salvation and to 
His glory, through Jesus Christ, our dear Lord. Amen. 
From your brother, 

JOHK B. Ebbfoot, 
Bishop t>f Pittsburgh^ PennsyJvania, United States* 

Ba es zu spat war diesen Gniss aus Kord- America vor- 
tragen zu lassen, so wird der Druck desselben in den Congress- 
Ackten gewiinscht. 

Aj^nded note of Bishop Beinkens to the President, Privy 
Councillor Yon Schulten. 

At Bonn Dr. Dollinger held private conferences 
i^ith the different members, when the subjects to be 
discnssed seemed to reqnire such interviews. He 
asked the Bishop of Pittsburgh to meet him for private 
consnltation, to discuss the proposition on the Holy 
Eneharist before bringing it before the public meet- 
ing. Bishop Kerfoot took with him the Eev. Dr. R. J. 
Nevin, and asked for the presence of Canon Liddon 
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and Dean HowBon. A veiy important disciuBion 
followed, and the proposition aa agreed npon in this 
interview was subsequently presented to the whole 
Conference. 

The following is from Bishop Kerfoot's memo- 
randa: 



on 



th€ 



Form a» ommML prUxMy and 
odopUd unaniminuly in Confer^ 

[1] The BachAristie celebration 
In the [2] Church U not a con- 
tinnons repetition [8] or renewal 
of the propitiatory [4] sacrifice 
offered once forever Xsj Christ 
npon [6] the Cross ; but the sacri- 
ficial character [6] consists in 
this — ^that it is the [7] permanent 
memorial of it, and representa- 
tion [8] and presentation on earth 
of that one [9J oblation of Christ 
for the salvation of the [10] re- 
deemed mankind which, accord- 
ing [11] to the Epistle to the 
Hebrews (Iz. 11, 18), is continn- 
onsly [13] presented in heaven by 
Christ, who now [18] appears in 
the presence of Gk>d for ns. 

[14] While this is the [15] char- 
acter of the Encharist in refer- 
ence to the [16] sacrifice of Christ, 
it is also a sacred [17] feast where- 
in the &lthfiil, receiving [18] the 
Body and Blood of onr Lord, 
have [19] communion [with Christ 
and] one with another (I. Cor. x, 
17). 



This is the form completed in the house of Bishop Beinkens, 
in conference with Dr.][>ollinger and Doctors Howson, Liddon 
imd Neyin, and Mr. Talbot, Warden of Eeble College. 



Form Mjintproptmd by Dr, JW- 
Unff^Tf <m September 16, pritfoiely 
to uefor eontideratian : 

The Encharistic celebration of 
the Chnrch is not a continuous 
repetition or renewal of the pro- 
pitiatory sacrifice offered by 
Christ once for all on the Cross; 
but it is the permanent memorial 
of it, and the presentation on 
earth of that permanent oblation 
of Christ for the salvation of the 
redeemed mankind which, ac- 
cording to the Epistle to the 
Hebrews (iz. 11, 12), is made In 
heaven, where Christ now appears 
in the presence of Ood for us. 

Therefore the Encharistic cele- 
bration has a sacrificial character, 
which is farther inherent In it 
because, as a sacrificial meal to 
the end of time, it presupposes a 
permanent sacrifice [offered by 
Christ once for all]. (I think Dr. 
D.'s form ended with " sacrifice.'* 
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"With Christ," suggested by me in the private conference 
and not then taken, and suggested by another (as the only 
change) in the public Conference, and then left to Dr. Bollin- 
ger's discretion. 

On Tuesday afternoon and Wednesday morning Dr. D» 
cheerfully accepted suggestions from Doctors Liddon, Howson 
and myself, and Dean Howson on Wednesday morning wrote 
the last paragraph himself, lines 14-19, and Dr. D, himself 
put in lines 5 and 6.> 

A dinner was riven by the Old Catholics to their ^««f^,^ ^ 

^ *» English and 

English and American guests and the ladies with^J^S**^ 
them, and the Orientals. A very quaint affair it was, 
with the most unexpected dishes appearing in odd 



1 [This proposition and the whole 
discussion are well deserving 
attention, especially of those 
American Churchmen who, a few 
years later, without having the text 
of the Mexican Liturgy before 
ihem^ ventured to attack Bishop 
Eerfoot and the other members 
of the Mexican Ck>mmls8ion. 
The remarks of the Ouardian^a 
correspondent (Sept. 23, 1874) 
will help to show how cautiously 
a prudent judgment will proceed 
in pronouncing on the full import 
and bearing of such formularies : 
**The President (Dollinger) 
commended this to the accept- 
ance of all, as expressing as much 
as possible in the words of 
Scripture the truth of the Eucha- 
ristic Sacrifice. The English 
members of the Conference had 
carefully examined and consid- 
ered the declaration, and were 
ready to accept it. He hoped the 
Orientals present would also 



agree to it. But this they did 
not seem at first disposed to do. 
One objection was raised that 
the Eastern Church taught that 
the Eucharist was the offering of 
that perfect sacrifice which 
Christ had made on the Cross, 
and that it was offered for the 
living and the dead. It was 
answered, that this declaration 
did not contradict thai teaching. 
It was further asked by the Greek 
professor. Was there any dis- 
tinction intended to be drawn 
between the presentation on 
earth and the permanent offering 
in heaven in its nature? The 
answer was, "Certainly not," 
and then the Eastern delegates 
expressed their perfect concur- 
rence with the declaration. The 
Danish clergyman likewise stated 
his accord, and the article was 
passed unanimously, and appar- 
ently to DoUinger*8 infinite 
Batisfaction.1 
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places among the many conrses. For instance, tfaere 
was first soup, then mdorij then fish, then some sweet 
dish, and so on. Bishop Kerfoot, as principal gnest, 
was honored with a seat at the head of the long table. 
Dr. Yon DoUinger on his left hand, Bishop Beinkens 
on his right There was a curions Babel of tongnes 
around the table — German, English, French, and even 
Bussian — Dr. Von Dollinger being the only person 
present that could talk to every one. 

When dessert was served. Bishop Kerfoot (carefully 
instructed beforehand in German etiquette) rose and 
proposed the health of Dr. Von Dollinger. All 
sprang up, ran round the table and clinked their 
glasses against the Doctor's. 

Bishop Kerfoot's health was then drunk, and the 
same tokens of friendship repeated, and many other 
healths followed in the same style, so that it was 
really a very novel and inspiriting scene. Dr. Von 
Dollinger was as bright and gleeful in his manner as 
though no burden of anxious thought and care hung 
over him. The guests at that very entertaining dinner 
will not soon forget the hearty hospitality they re- 
ceived, and the bright and cheerful courtesy of their 
hosts.' 

COBBESPONDENCE, EtO. 

The Presiding Bishcp to the Bishop of Pittiburgh, 

Hoboken, July 1, 1874. 

My Dear Bishop^ — ^I deeply regretted that I could not see 
you, at your parting from these shores, to give you my 
blessing, as I now do my prayers. 

I have been to see your father in Christ and my brother 
[Dr. Muhlenberg] perhaps for the last time : a most tender 

> From Mies KerfooVs notes. 
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interview. Though two years yonnger, he seems nearer the 
goal. Oh! that we could all win as bright a crown! I 
wanted to see you to talk over Hartman's exit— in hom^ ^r.jBortrnm'a 

conttsts with, 

resi>ect8 painful, in all most honorable to him. He leaves the BUvaiiett. 

with blessings on his head. He has endeared himself to me 

as a lovely Christian, and as doing well the very best work 

for souls done in this city these last two years. If yon knew 

the circumstances all round as I do, yon would say time for 

a change bad come ; no blame to any one. 

I have almost excluded the chief design of this letter, j^^^^^^^^ 
which is to say, at this eventful period the House of Bishops J*^^- ^* ^'<»*fl^ 
cannot spare yon from its counsels ; but at the same time I am 
exceedingly anxious that you should be present at the Council 
of the Old Catholics, which Mr. Nevin thinlcs will be about 
the 10th of September. It is designed to be informal, 
having chiefly in view the ultimate union of all the histbric 
Churches. 

It will be composed of representative men, but not as 

representing the branches of the Cliurch to which they 

belong. That some one of our bishops should be there is the 

earnest desire of your &ther in Christ, shall I say, or your 

elder brother f 

B. B. Smith. 

The BUhop ofPiUsburgh to the Eeo. A. A* Kerfoai, 

Freiburg, in Baden, Sept. 8, 1874. 

My Own Dear 8<m^ — • . • . We reached tliis place yesterday 
at 4 p. m. The business meeting adjourned yesterday. Its 
social meeting came last evening, and its great public meeting 
to-day at 3 p. m. Messrs. Hartman and Langdon went with 
me to tlie social meeting yesterday evening in a great hsllsoeua meeting, 
where the Congress were gathered to make speeches and 
drink beer and smoke. Bishop Beinkens, learning that I had 
come, came to the entrance to meet me, and through Hart- 
man we gave and received cordial words. We then went to 
the upper end of the hall, and met Professor Yon Schulte, presi- 
dent of the Congress, and he repeated the cordial welcome 
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and thanks for my coming. Speeches from Yon Schnlte, 
Bishop Reinkens and two or three others filled the evening ; 
beer and cigars constantly aiding, the waiters being busy 
bringing here and there the tall glasses of foaming beer. 
The cheers, ^^ bravos," etc., were frequent, and as each speech 
closed, the whole assembly, two hundred and fifty folk, I 
think, sprang to their feet, crying out ^* Hoch ! Hoch 1 '' and 
knocked glasses against each other's, and quaffed the beer ; 
and some enthusiastic auditors ran from thehr places and 
knocked glasses against the speaker's glass. The scene was 
very funny, very entertuning, and really very earnest ; for 
the speeches were, whether grave or merry, earnest or 
sarcastic, on the serious topics of religious freedom that stir 

these strong men 

^^iiS^ I met Bishop Reinkens this morning at 11 o'clock, by 
appointment, in private. I had prepared a brief note for him 
conveying my salutations and those of my Church, which I 
read and Hartman interpreted. I bade Hartman ask whether 
any such address would be acceptable and useful. I wished 
not to meddle, etc. I shunned giving counsel, but I implied 
our true principles. Bishop Reinkens responded most warmly, 
liked the address, wished it used, and would have it entered 
(in German) in their records of the Congress and printed. 
He made my words his own, thus indicating the real principles 
of the movement. When you see my note you will recognize 
the import of this. I transcribed the address and gave it to 
Bishop Reinkens this afternoon at the public meeting. This 
meeting was held in a vast hall, where three thousand or 
more assembled. There were four speakers. Bishop Reinkens 
and Yon Schulte being of them. The cheers were frequent 
and hearty, and some of the speeches full of merry sarcasm. 
I was seated next to the president [Yon Schulte], and he in 
his closing address spoke warmly of and to the American 
bishop ; loud cheering came, and I rose and made my bow. 
Hartman sat near me, and put in proper catchwords, so 
that I caught the drift of the speeches very well. Bishop 
Reinkens's speech was very fervent. He is a tall, noble- 
looking man, with a good fEice, and is a fine orator. 
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Freiburg is a stronghold of Old Catholicism. No one can oiad to wdcome 
doubt the promise of real reformation of doctrine and practice mUc^i. 
in due order and time. My presence is an evident gratifica* 
tion. The mere fact of a bishop from the United States 
being here does good. Dean Howson was here; he left 
to-rday. Bishop Harold Browne comes to Bonn the 14th and 
15th. That is the meeting for conference on the possible 
reunion of the historic Churches. Bishop Beinkens and Prof. 
Yon Schulte say that Dr. DoUinger seeks to confer with the 
several Churches, each apart ; with us— the Bishop of Win- 
chester and myself and the other united Anglicans—- in 
English 

Fbom Bishop Kebfoot's Diabt. 

Sept. 14th.— Cologne to Bonn. Met the Bishop of Win- 
chester in the train, and the Rev. H. F. Hartman, At Bonn 
Dr. Nevin and Mr. Jjangdon met me. At 10 a. m. Dr. 
DoUinger's Conference met in the Music Hall of the Univer- 
sity. Dr. D. made important statements. 11 a. m,^ private 
conference of English and American bishops and clergy. 3 
p. m., Conference met in the Music Hall. 

Sept. 15th. — 8} o'clock, in my room at the hotel. Met 
Dr. Nevin and Mr. Langdon, Dean Howson, Canon Liddon, 
and Abb^ Mlchaud for previous conference about propositions 
to be discussed at Dr. DoUinger's Conference* 9 to 10, Con- 
ference ; 4 to 6, Conference. 

Sept. 16th. — 7 J o'clock, private conference with Dr. Nevin. 
8 o'clock, at Bishop Beinkens' house ; by request and appoint- 
ment of Dr. Dollinger, I met him to confer about his ^^ propo- 
sition" regarding the Eucharist. By Dr. DoUinger's consent 
I had Dean Howson and Canon Liddon come. Bev. Mr. 
Talbot, Warden of Keble College, was also present. Full 
and free agreement reached as to proposition about the 
Eucharist ; and a prefix of my proposing to the proposition 
about Tradition. 10 o'clock to 12, Dr. D.'s Conference. I 
made written statement of the meaning and extent of the 
proposition (as agreed upon) ; accepted and recorded. 

A very grave, significant, useful Conference* 
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The Bi'ahop of Pittsburgh to the Bev. A. 1. Kerfoot. 

Bonn, Tuesday, Sept. 15, 1874. 

^^^^^^ ^y ^^r Priest^— Theology ought to go to you. Yesterday 
'morning in Cologne, as A. and I took our seats in the 
cars for Bonn, Mr. Hartman came to tJxe car, and then 
Bishop Browno looked in and wo hailed him. He and we 
were delighted, and came on together. As soon as we 
could after reaching here (9.40) we went to Dr. DoUinger's 
Conference, just begun. Bishop Browne could only stay one 
day : a dying brother's need took him home. But we worked 
hard all day. 

Dr. Dollinger had prepared propositions for our agreement, 
as terms of communion for Orientals, Old Catholics and om> 
selves. We discuss, amend and vote on these propositions. 
Little change is needed ; no change in the sense of the Old 
Catholics. We are all amazed and delighted at the real, full 
JDr. i>^ttfin^€r. reformation of doctrine. Dr. Dollinger is a marvellously 
learned, sweet old man. He began yesterday by announcing 
for himself and his colleagues in the 01d*Catholic movement 
that they did not stand on the Council of Trent: rejected 
some of its decrees, and held its oecumenicity not defensible. 
iSo the way was clear. I have had to-day to be bishop for 
both English and Amencans, and I trust I have done good 
work. Dean Howson, Dr. Liddon, Dr. Nevin and Dr. 
Langdon are here. I meant to go off to-morrow morning, 
but all urge me to stay. Dr. Dollinger, Bishop Beinkens, 
and their colleagues, thank me very warmly for coming, and 
for my help to get passed just the propositions they need. 
Some of our folks even try to keep back the Old Catholics' 
free utterance of the truth as they now see it. Some, again, 
would require more than their position makes yet possible or 
safe. But the Old-Catholic movement is now one of full 
reform. Dr. Dollinger asked me to stay and give him a 
special conference to-morrow, early, before the public meeting, 
on his proposition about the Eucharist. He and they have 
our doctrine. 

Just what we do, how and why, you can see only when 
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you get full reports. But I feel that never before in my life 
has God giyen me greater, or so great, a work to do in any 

such way We are both well. A. meets here some 

English ladies— Mrs. Ambrose (Dr« Liddon's sister), Mrs. 
Talbot, and others* Dr. Bollinger (at my request) allows 
the ladies to attend the debates of \bQ Conference, and they 
are much interested. • . • • • 

To the Same. 

Heidelbei^, Thursday Evening, Sept. 17, 1874. 

• .•.... I wrote to you from Bonn on Mondfty evening. 
That first day was very significant and hopeful. The next 
two exceeded the first. Bishop Browne had to leave Monday 
evening, and I was lefl as bishop alone. Langdcm and Nevin 
were able helpers. Liddon and Howson of course very able ; vancnUddon 
two men of widely difi*ering theology, but of lovely spirit. I son, 
declined being bishop for any but my American brethren, but 
still I was the only bkhop, and as such was looked to from 
all sides as the leader of Anglican theology ; and every eordial 
concurrence was g^ven by English and Americans. The 
fact was dear that the reformation of doctrine is almost or 
quite completed among the Old Catholics; safely, wisely 
completed in dodrine^ and soon will be in discipline and ritual. 
The advance was from the side of old Bomanism, of course, 
up towards sound, Beformed Anglican theology. The views 
and words and terms are from the old side. 

Dr. Ddllinger brought in his propositions, making them mBmMtqfOu 
measure of advance and expression, so &r as m^ht be, such 
that the Bussians and Greeks could agree to. (There were 
five eminent Bussians and Greeks present.) They went with 
us in everything but the denial that the invocation of saints 
is necessary. So there the Old Catholics and we were without 
Greek concurrence. Of course the aim was not to complete 
any system of doctrine, but to seek agreement on the main 
points needed for intercommunion, and we nearly or quite 
reached that. (For intercommunion of our members, the 
Old Catholics and we might now agree, as tJie communing in 
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both kinds is to be adopted or permitted by the Old Catholics.) 
We (English and Americans) were astonished at the fullness 
of Old Catholic reform in doctrine. Trent is given up, and 
so are the dogmas and practices tliat offend tound Churchmen. 
Tet no truth has been impaired or abandoned by the Old 
Catholics* There is no rush, but calm conservatism and fear* 
Dr. Dammifer, less confession. Dr« Bollinger is the greatest man in intellect, 
learning and theology I ever met ; and he is at once confident, 
lucid, decided and explicit, and as cl^dlike, gentle and heed- 
fhl as though he were only one of us common men. • • • • 

I could not leave. Dr. DoUinger, Bishop Beinkens and the 
others uiged my stay, and I felt it my duty to remam till our 
work was done. I left while a session for the Greelcs (the 
final one) was going on. I have the propositions agreed on 
and notes with me, but I could not write them out. I must 
wait till I meet you and the other American theologs. 
Dr. Nevin sent over full letters to the Hartford CKurdiman^ 
and Dr. Langdon will write ; but their letters will hardly get 
out before my return to you. I heartily and humbly thank 
God for the work done, and for giving me my share in it. 

On a few points some of the English clergymen sought to 
restrain Dr. Dollinger's utterances so as to protect Ritualistic 
errors. He *^ rejected " what some of them were seeking to 
bring back. It was very strange. More than once I tried to 
counteract that effort, and Dr. Dollinger and Bishop 
Beinkens were evidently grateful for that help. It was mar- 
vellous, and very assuring to us real Anglicans, to see how our 
true Church theology is the very one to which Dr. Dollinger 
and Bishop Beinkens come now by their own process of 
research and from their own old standpoint. They did not 
keep ours in view. Better than that, they reach the same 
ground by their own research. And such terrible exposures 
of Bomisb frauds and forgeries, old and recent, and of the 
fearfril moral and spiritual harm wrought by the errors, I 
never heard as came now and then from Dr. Dollinger in his 
calm, unconscious way. He is seventy-five years old, and his 
mind and memory are in full vigor. He has never smoked, 
never used beer or wine, which I told him was very un** 
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German. He laoghed and said, '^ Yet I was years ago critic 
cised in England as the most German of all Grermans." 

Not the least— probably the most — significant and hopeful 
thing is that we unanimously agreed on a proposition on the 
Holy Eucharist — Old Catholics, Anglicans and Greeks— which 
teaches fully and only the truth. Dean Howson, Canon 
Liddon and I, Dr. Dollinger and Bishop Beinkens and tlie 
Orientals, fully adopted it. 

Our American Church was never lost in the English. Dr. 
Dollinger always spoke of the two Churches, though as 
agreeing. . • • • And the Old Catholics feel that the Ameri- 
can heai*t and help have been a great encouragement to them. 



The Eev. Frederick Meyrick to the Bishop of Pittsburgh, 

Villa Alexandra, Torquay, Nov. 26, 1874. 

My Dear Lord -BwAop,— Will you allow me to do myself the 
honor of proposing your name for election as a patron and 
Vice-President of the Anglo-Continental Society ? The office Angio-vonU- 
does not involve any subscription on your part, and I fog^^*^"*^ Soc^^y* 
you will seldom or never be able to attend our committee 
meetings; but we shall be glad to have associated with us 
one to whom the Church owes so much for the wisdom, firm- 
ness and forbearance exhibited at the Bonn Conference. I 
think that you are aware that the Bishop of Winchester is the 
President of the Society, and Dr. Nevin one of our Italian 
Secretaries. I am yours fidthfully, 

Ebedebigk Metbigk, 
Secretary of the Anglo- Continental Society. 

Dr. Schmolders to the Bishop of Pittsburgh, 

Breslau, Silesia, June 23, 1875. 

Right Reverend Sir^ — ^Your Lordship^s cheerful participation jnvUation to the 
in the increase and prosperity of the Old-Catholic movement -W* Vongre^^ 
makes us think it a duty to invite you to the Old-Catholic 
Congress wliich shall be held in this town on the 20th, 21st 
and 22d of August instant. We are not yet informed of all 
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the objects which shall be here diflcoesed ; hot a man so highly 
animated for Christian troth and Christian life as Your Lord- 
ship is will find occasion enough to speak out the convictiona 
of his heart, and bring nearer the time of— if not a complete 
miity in faith, at least a perfect miion in Christian love and 
hope. In our struggle against a system which, since so many 
centuries, has secularized the yery Christian faith, and pos- 
sesses yet now in our town and province an immense number 
of adherents, there is nothing more efficacious, more animating 
and encouraging, than the convincing word gushing out of a 
convicted, Christ-loving heart. Come, then^ right reverend 
sir, hither, and compel all your fellow-brethren who have our 
Reform at heart to travel with you, since we have no time or 
opportunity to invite them one by one. 

In this hope we send you our best wishes, and have the 
honor to be, with the assurance of our profoundest respectful- 
ness, your faithful servants, the members of the Local 
Committee of Breslau, presided by 

Db. Sohmoij>ebs, 
Prof. Ling. Orient* 



CHAPTER XXII. 

1877-^1878. 

PITT8BI7BGH BIOTS OF 1877. — 8B0CWD LAMBETH OON* 

FBBBNOB OF 1878. 

The year 1877 was memorable in Pittsburgh as the 
year of those alarming riots among railroad employes 
and other laborers which excited such anxiety for 
several days. Jnst before they occurred, Bishop 
Kerfoot met with a very serious accident — the first 
and only severe injury he received in all his many 
journeys. This accident, from which he was con- 
valescing during the time of the riots, is mentioned in 
the following extracts from his diary : 

From Bishop KttfooVt Diary. 

July 13.-^Left Mr. O. MetcalTs 7.45; at BrookvlUe \>j AeeMmL 

2.30; met at depot by Mr* W.F. Stewart On the way 

down a steep hill the front axle and wheels all suddenly 
broke, and so the front part of the buggy dropped down 
histantly, and Mr. S. and I were thrown out forward. He 
alighted on his feet (though cut and jarred) ; I was thrown 
very violently forward and my ftioe was struck against the 
iron aitle. Some fragmmitl of a bolt struck forcibly between 
the eyeSf making a deep and contused wouud^ of uu S-shape, 
each cut half an inch long ; another cut across the nose, and 
another across the left eye, and just on its edge above and 
below the line of the eye The wounds bled very pro- 
fusely, but in a house near by I met with every help from its 
kind mistress, Mrs. Moffat, and from Dr. Hunt I was 
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utterly disabled from going farther The special mercy 

of God saved me from imminent peril even of life, and limbs 
and eyes were wonderfully protected. This was my first hurt 
in all my Journeys. God has kept me lovingly. 

July 14.— Returned to Pittsburgh in company with a careftil 
attendant, and was met at the Union Depot by Mr. Orlando 
Metcalf and taken to his house, where he and Mrs. M. cared 
for me most tenderly and did much to promote my rapid 
recovery. July 15.— Seventh Sunday after Trinity. Sore, and 
oppressed in head till noon ; then better. Afternoon, went 
to Mrs. MetcalTs class of women, and spoke to them and 
had prayer. July 16« — Left Pittsburgh at eight, and by noon 
at Meyersdale. There, with my fiimily, and under the atten- 
tive and skilful care of Dr. Wm. H* Meyers, I recovered 
rapidly. July 19-20. — Bailroad riots, etc., in Pittsburgh, 
Alarming reports. July 21. — Sad news to me of the death 
yesterday of my faithftil friend and helper, Gen. Thomas M« 
Howe, after one week's sickness. 
^WjT in iH«#. July 22.— Eighth Sunday after Trinity. Very alarmmg 
reports of the Pittsburgh riots. I could not go to Pittsburgh ; 
my injuries forbid this. I longed to be there among my ctis* 
tressed people. July 23.— Telegrams from Pittsburgh bid me 
not come. July 24. — ^Anxious word from Pittsburgh ; then 
better news. My trunk was packed and I was ready to go. Dr. 
Meyers thought my travelling yet awhile imprudent. July 25. 
— ^I prepared a brief pastoral letter and prayer for use in these 
troublous times. July 26.— Had printed and mailed the 
pastoral letter. Game to Pittsburgh by 8 o'clock p. m., and 
went with Messrs. O. and W. Metcalf to look at the ruins. 

July 29. — ^Nlnth Sunday after Trinity. Morning, Trinity 
Churdh; read Ante-Communion service and made address 
about the riot and its lessons. Afternoon, rode with Mr. 
Wm. Metcalf out to West Pennsylvania Hospital, in which 
and in camps along the Pennsylvania Railroad, the soldiers 
under the Governor were stationed. I met Gov. Hartranft. 
Met Bev. Dr. Hay, of Philadelphia, chaplain, and went out to 
offer pastoral work, if needed and practicable. No need or 
opening, but the bishop's visit was welcomed as a sign of care 
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and interest on the Sunday. July 31.^Returaed to Meyers- 
dale. 

The next most interesting event in the life oi g^^^^ ^^^^^^^^jf^^ 
Bishop Kerfoot was the Second Lambeth Conference ^^^f^^ence. 
of 1878. The first of these great gatherings had been 
a real success in the opinion of those who attended it 
and of Chnrchmen generally, but yet it was not at all 
certain that the experiment would be repeated ten 
years later. The amiable and saintly Archbishop 
Longley died on October 27, 1868. The appointment 
of his snccessor deyolved on Mr. Disraeli, who had 
just time to make it before he resigned office in 
December on the Irish Church question. Mr. Disraeli, 
influenced by the Queen, overlooked the claims of 
Bishop Wilberforce, and his choice finally fell upon 
that very Bishop of London who had been rather 
cold towards the Conference of 1867, and had been 
thought by the Bishop of Capetown and some others 
to restrict debate rather unnecessarily upon the Co- 
lenso question. But Archbishop Tait proved to be 
one of the greatest primates that had sat in the seat of St. 
Augustine for years and years. TKough his temporary 
support of the Public Worship Begulation Act seemed 
inconsistent with the breadth and comprehension that obttadestobe 
we naturally associate with his honored name, his 
noble effort at the close of his life to undo any mischiefs 
that had arisen from the operation of the act, is a 
sufficient proof that he was very far from confounding 
the Church of England with the ^^Establishment." 
Probably nothing less than his wise and statesmanlike 
mind could have united so many opposing views and 
surmounted the obstacles that lay in the way of the 
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asBembling of the second and more important Lambeth 
Conference. Difficulties there were, and for a time 
the archbishop was in doabt. Bishop Kerfoot, when 
in England in 1874^ had some consultation with him 
which helped in a measure to remove his fears. 
Especially did he take pains to make it clear to his 
Grace that no apprehension need be entertained about 
the American bishops. Their practical common sense, 
their habit of dealing with ecclesiastical problems ici 
their conventions, and their sense of what would b^ 
fitting, would prevent their suggesting or supporting 
any propositions likely to embarrass the English 
bishops in their delicate relations with the State. 

The course of circumstances, as well as Archbishop 
Tait's personal friendship for Bishop Eerfoot (which 
is very plain from the correspondence), made the 
Bishop of Pittsburgh the medium of communication 
between the Primate and the American bishops. In 
1874, forty-three out of forty- six of the latter were 
favorable to the assembling of a second Conference 
in 1876 — the date then named. But there was so 
much unavoidable > delay that some even of these 
bishops began to fear that Archbishop Tait had seen 
reason to change his mind, and they rightly wished 
not even to seem too forward in urging the matter 
upon his attention. One bishop from the Far West 
took the ground that there was no use in the Con- 
ference, and for his part " he was sick of this Anglo- 
mania." Of this spirit. Bishop Kerfoot, as his letters 
and diary show plainly enough, had none whatever. 
He loved England and our Mother Church (and what 
American Churchman does not ?), and besides, as he 
said. Old England had received him so hospitably and 
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kindly that his heart was warm towards her and the 
many friends — some of them the leading Churchmen 
of the day — who were fond of him, as he was of them. 
Bat he was thoroughly patriotic in his devotion to 
his adopted conntry and her institutions, feeling 
towards America, in fact, just as an Englishman does 
towards England. But none the less did he appr e- 
ciate the usefulness of the Lambeth Conferences. The 
result was of considerable importance. Had the 
second expected Conference not taken place within 
ten or eleven years from the first one, the whole 
matter might have been indefinitely dropped. But 
the very successful gathering in 1878, under Arch- 
bishop Tait's presidency, gives every reason to hope 
that (unless some extraordinary causes make it in- 
expedient) a third Lambeth Conference may be 
anticipated, in due time, under the happy auspices of 
Archbishop Tait's like-minded successor, who, having 
been called to the primacy at this juncture, so critical 
for the Church of England, has the sympathy and 
prayers of all American Churchmen. 

' Boom can be found for only two or three of *^^®^r?2?3i?^ 
letters that passed on this subject between the arch- Canterbury. * 
bishop and Bishop Kerfoot. 

The Archbishop of Canterbury to the Bishop of Pittsburgh. 

Addington Park, Croydon, August 21, 1874. 

My Dear Bishop^ — Before you leave England, I wish to say 
to you that the sabject of another gathering of bishops of our 
communion at Lambeth has been much talked of lately. If 
the House of Bishops of your Church were to express their 
wishes on this subject, it might help me in bringing the matter 
before my brethren of this country when we meet in Januaiy 
of next year. 
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Trusting that God will bless you in your journey and on 
your return to your work, I am your faithful brother, 

A. C. GAirruAB. 

The BWhop ofPiiUhurgh to the Arekbishop of Canterbury » 

House of Bishops, New York, Nov. 3, 1874. 

Mem^jhfm My Dear Lord^ — ^I had the pleasure not long since of writing 
^Mp^ to you from this House, to say that the request to your Grace 
to invite another Lambeth Conference had been signed by 
forty-three out of forty-six bishops in attendance. I then 
said that I would write agun fully when the engagements of 
the General Convention allowed me to do so. 

The matter was introduced by me into this House early in 
our session, so that the Lord Bishop of Lichfield, who was 
with us for the first week of the Convention, might speak to 
the bishops on the subject. He did this with great discretion 
and efi'ect in our House, and also in the House of Deputies. 
While the bishops generally were very favorably disposed 
towards the proposal (and your Grace's note to me of August 
25th very much promoted this inclination), some of them 
wished that any action of the bishops should be preceded by 
some expression from the clerical and lay deputies that would 
prevent any thought that the bishops were acting for them- 
selves alone, and not also for and with the clergy and laity. 
Private suggestions from some of us led to the ofi'ering in 
the House of Deputies [of such a resolution, etc.] .... 

It was then deemed by all the bishops to be sufficient, and 
for several reasons best, that we should express our wish and 
convey our request to your Grace in the form in which it has 
by this time reached you through the Bishop of Lichfield. 
The Bishop of New York and myself prepared the paper and 
received the signatures of the bishops individually. As some 
of the signatures may not be readily legible, I enclose a 
printed list of the names of the signers. 
MUeoMtpiUm, ^^ clearly appeared in the con sultations of the deputies, and 
even of the bishops, that there were not a few misconceptions 
about the Conference of 1867. This, I think, was due, in 
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large measure, to the mierepresentation of its character and 

management in the Memoir of the late Bishop Hopkins 

Bishop Hopkins himself would not, I am sure, have approved 
of the sketch of the Lambeth Conference given by his 
biographer. But its effects were seen, and, I hope, counter- 
acted in the discussions. 

In the consultation of the bishops, the wish was several times Beope€fth£ 
expressed that the arrangements for a Conference in 1876 ^^^^'^*'^* 
should be such as to manifest that the variety of the topics 
admitted, and the time allowed, should be such as would seem 
to justify a convocation of our bishops from all over the 
world. There was no wish to annex terms or conditions to 
our request to your Grace. The suggestions already made 
by the Canadian Synod .... cover most or all of this ground* 
As our consultations went on, it seemed to be devolved on me, 
by general consent, to make to you this informal communica^ 
tion about such matters. Two or three bishops gave them 
to me in writing; some others in unwritten words. The 
thoughts were that the bishops attending the Conference 
might propose for discussion such questions as each one 
should deem right ; and that the sessions should be continued 
long«enough to allow of the needful conferences. Those of 
us who were at Lambeth seven years ago knew quite well 
that such were the real character and spirit of that Con- 
ference ; but that it being then an enterprise and experiment, 
at once novel and anxious, precautions were rightly taken 
and limitations wisely observed that persons at a distance 
could not fully or fairly comprehend. The invitation was 
even then given in advance to the bishops to suggest topics ; 
and many of us did this, and, I believe, every such topic was 
introduced. 

I made such answers to the inquiries of some of my 
brethren, adding that, of course, as then, so whenever we 
should -meet again, no topic should be introduced which must 
elicit discussions on the State-relations of the Church of 
England. All the bishops here at once recognize this as the 
right rule. I said this was the only real limitation I witnessed 
seven years ago. I ventured to anticipate that on this point 
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every reaBonable wish would be eatisfied in the future Con- 
ference 

In thus writing at, I hope, not a needless length to your 
Grace, I think tliat I quite fiilfil the promises made to some 
of my American bretluren, who united heartily in the request 
sent to you ; and I hope that I also convey such intimations 
as will entirely meet your own views m your anticipations of 
any such Conference. I may also add that the careful con- 
sideration given to the whole scheme here of late only 
confirms our convictions of the wisdom and usefulness of the 
renewal of the Conference of 1867. I am, my dear Lord 
Archbishop, your Grace's very fiUthfiil and affectionate 

brother, 

John B. Eerfoot, 

Bishop of PUUhurgh. 

The Archbishop of Canterbury to the Bishop of Pittsburgh. 

Lambeth Palace, S. W., 27tii April, 1875. 

[PHvaU.] 

My Dear Bishop^-^AA I promised, I brought the question 
of a second Lambeth Conference and your kind letter before 
the bishops of the Southern Province who met lately in con- 
vocation. 

The holding of such a Conference in the autumn of next 
year is rendered impossible, if not by other causes, by the 
fact that I find that 1876 is the year in which I must, D. F., 
hold my visitation in the autumn, and deliver my charge, and 
you will understand the impossibility of my undertaking at 
that time the additional work necessarily involved on so 
important an occasion as the reassembling of the Lambeth 
Conference. 
Ttu spring (^ We cannot therefore look forward to the Conference taking 
^^"'^'^^^^^^^ place earlier than 1877, which will be ten years from the time 
of the first meeting. But as we know that your Convention 
meets in the autumn of that year, it appears to us that the 
Lambeth Conference might well be in the spring of 1877, thus 
leaving time for our American brethren to return home before 
their Convention. 
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I think I ought to add that there was a general impression TopUafor dU- 
that, before steps were taken for gathering bishops from all ^'**''*^' 
parts of the world, we ought distinctly to understand what 
the subjects are on which discussion is desirable. There was 
a general feeling that matters of doctrine which are already 
settled by our formularies could not be reopened, and matters 
of discipline must be lefb to the authorities of each separate 
Church. There remain, therefore, only such general questions 
as relate to the intercourse of tiie various branches of our 
Church, and that brotherly conference whidi was on former 
ooAsions found so yaluable. 

I write this private letter, as I think you may wish to know 
the feelings of the English bishops on this important subject, 
with as little delay as possible, and I hope before long to be 
able to return a formal answer to the document signed by the 
bishops of the American Episcopal Church. Believe me to 
be, my dear bishop, very sincerely yours, 

A.C.Cantuab. 

The Bight Bev. Bishop Kekfoot. 

Several other very important letters passed before 
the arrangements conld be concluded. As 1876 
would not suit the archbishop, so 1877 was incon- 
venient for the American bishops. The autumn of 
that year was the time of the General Convention, and 
the spring woald never answer, because in Lent our 
bishops hold their visitations and Confirmations, and 
in May diocesan conventions assemble. But finally 
the autumn of 1878 was decided upon, and Archbishop Avutmnt^vm* 
Tait issued his invitation. A large number of Ameri- 
can bishops attended, among them Bishop Kerfoot, 
who landed at Liverpool on Saturday, June 29, 1878 « 
The story of this delightful tour and visit, most 
refreshing to him both in body and mind, will be best 
told in the chatty home-letters which he managed to 
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write every few days, tinder all the di£Scultiefi of 
travelling and constant occupation. 

COBBESPONDENCB. 

The Bishop of PUUburgh to Mrs. Ker/ooi. 

Langham Hotel, London, 
Sonday Evening, Jane 30, 1878. 

We landed at Liverpool yesterday at 2 p. mi, Just nine tall 
days from our hour of sidling. The voyage was quiet and 
rapid, and in every way comfortable. 

Oh, how I missed A. as I landed! She was with me at 
that landing four years ago. I called out her name as the 
cab drove mo off alone ; but I am right brave in spite of the 
heart's call for some of my dear ones. 

I found my room ready here, as I telegraphed from Liver* 
pool, and I am to go to Croydon to-morrow afternoon. 

To-day I have done a good day's work. I rode up to the 
Ten^ (murch. Temple Church (the lawyers' church), where I had never 
been. The vergers put me up among the barristers, who 
were very attentive to me. I saw Governor Baldwin, of 
Michigan, in the congregation, and we exchanged nods, but 
I missed him in the crowd after the service. The service was 
well read by some assistant, and the music very nice — ftiU 
choral. Of course I wished for K. and you to hear the 
music. It was mostly very simple and true : the Te Deum 
seven minutes ; the anthem, after the third collect, most 
beautiful and touching, though it took twelve minutes. Dr. 
Yaughan (the Master of the Temple) read the Ante-Com- 
munion and preached ; his sermon very good. He is able and 
much regarded. I went, after the service, into his vestry-room 
and introduced myself, and had a very warm welcome ; and 
he insisted on my going into his house, close to the Temple 
C*hurch, and lunching. Mrs. Yaughan (a sister of Dean 
Stanley) gave me a hearty welcome. I met there General 
Yaughan. We had a pleasant little visit, and I amused and 
evidently quite gratiOed Mrs. Yaughan (and the Doctor too) 
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by telling them of my baying preached some of his sermons 
(given at Harrow School here, years ago) in our College 
chapel, because I found none so apt for that flock of young 
Americans ; and that some of my young folks so felt the apt- 
ness that they would question with me whether I read Just as 
the type said. I left soon after lunch, and going out of the 
little '^ court" (whose entrance from the Strand is through a 
gate m the midst of shops) to look for a ^^ 'bus, " I saw a quaint 
arched doorway— ^^Bolls"^into acourt where stood an antique BoU$ Cho^, 
chapel, Lo! the Bolls Chapel, where Bishop Butler preached 
his sermons, which I have pondered and taught so often. I 
went in, met a policeman, who took my card to one of the 
registrars, to ask leave for his opening the chapel to me. The 
registrar came out at once and put me through, fully and 
nicely. The chapel is six hundred and fifty years old, and 
still has a Sunday morning service, but not much of a con** 
gregation. This visit was a lucky hit for me. 

Then I took a *^ 'bus," to carry me to Westminster Abbey. 
When I went in, the abbey was well filled and the doors into The Abbey, 
the best places shut. I told a verger who I was, and he at 
once took me through, and one of the clergy directed him to 
put me into a stall. So I was put up forwauxl alongside of a 
venerable dignitary whose face I knew, and on my naming 
myself, he said he was the Archbishop of Armagh. So we 
recalled the days of 1867 in London and at his palace in 
Armagh. The music was good, and Dean Stanley's sermon 
was doubtless good, but it came to us in fragments and not 
audibly. The archbishop and I went out together, and I took 
him under my umbrella (it rained heavily) to his underground 

railway station The sympathy for Archbishop Tait, 

as Mrs. Yaughan and Archbishop Beresford tell it, is very 
great. Mrs. Y. says young Mr. Tiut took his fever in his 
American tour, and that his fkther is quite broken down. I 
think I will call on him before our meetings begin. I hear of 
our American bishops, but have as yet met none. The 
booking clerk of the White Star Line in Liverpool is a merry 
fellow. When I went to the office yesterday to engine my 
return-place, the rotund Englishman broke out, ^^ Why, what 
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a flae-looking set of men you American bishops are ! Then 
were fonr or Are came over Ibe other day, and yon all look bo 
hearty and brigbt. You heat our bishope ; no wonder your 
country goes ahead." I told hhn I would tell iw bishops 

what be said. " Do," said he My prayers for you 

each aod all go up hourly— to-day from the Temple Church 
and the abbey very specially and earnestly. It Is a great 
comfort to hare One to hear and grant such prayers for dear 
ones br away 

Selsdon Park, CWydon, July 2, 1878. 
.... Blsbop Thorold and I left here this morning in bts 
carriage for Croydon, and thence hy rail to London, and by 
fly fVom London Bridge to Lambeth Palace. There I met 
our eighteen bishops, and many of my other old acquaintances. 
Archbishop Tait met me very heutily. He 1b sorely smitlen, 
but resolute and cheeribl. I met also the daughters : the 
same sweet, simple English girls. Their welcome also was 
warm. Bishop Browne, of Winchester, and I descried each 
other at a distance, and moved up rapidly together. He 
asked alter Ahel and A. and my brother Sam, and stud that 
Mrs. Browne had spoken of her special hope that I (and any 
of mine with me) would visit them. Bo ArchUahop Trench, 
Bishop Claaghton (now St. Albans), and others. 
M. We robed in the halls, and one hundred bishops went Into 
the old chapel at 11 o'clock. The archbishop read the Com' 
munion service, and the Archbishop of York preached a 
strong, solid, fit sermon. When the one huo^d bishops 
turned eastward and all sud with one voice the Nicene 
Creed — the &lth, the whole fidth, and naught else — it was 
very significant. Then we were all photographed In the 
quadrangle, though the painting from our photograirii of 1867, 

in the ball, Is not encouraging Archbishop Tait made 

some fUn of several of us abont oar pictures. We were in 
active session from two to six o'clock, at c 
discussion about hote to get and keep togett 
parts of our Anglican Communion. At the « 
question was given to a committee to work i 
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and we are to meet under our chairman., the Bishop of Win^' 
cheater, at Famham Castle next week. Archbishop Tait 
asked me to take a quiet dinner with his &mily to-morrow. 
I accepted ; but he himself recalled our invitation to the Lord 
Mayor's banquet to-morrow and suggested a later day. Yes : 
we are to go to the Lord Mayor's banquet, all the American 
bishops ! So I shall stay in London to-morrow night, and 
perhaps the next night, as Mr. John Welsh's reception 
comes then-^from four to seven. Of course our Conference 
work goes on— from eleven to five. 

Here I am most comfortable. Bishop Thorold is as kind Seuoon Park, 
and friendly as if we had known each other for years. The 
place is very fine. Selsdon Park is not the official property 
of the Bishop of Bochester. The Diocese of 11., recently 
divided, has no palace now ; Bishop Claughton, now of St. 
Albans', retains the old palace for his life. Bishop Thorold 
rents this park, which is the property of a little gurl eleven 
years old. It is a noble seat. This eveniug, in coming 
through Croydon, we drove through Addington Park and 
past the palace A. knows so well. The sight made me long 
for her. 

The Bishop of PiHshwrgh to Mrs. Kerfoot. 

Cannon Street Hotel, London, July 6, 1878. 

.... I came with Bishop Thorold to town yesterday, and Lord Mayor's 
had an excellent day in the Conference. I lunched with Mrs. **''**^- 
Tait, and went in the evening to the Lord Mayor's banquet at 
the Mansion House. Three hundred guests. The banquet was 
given to the archbishops and bishops, among whom American 
bishops were recognized with special attention. I must wait 
till I can talk over the strange, grand, antique, barbaric, 
funny scene. How 1 wished for you all to see ! As this 
would keep me in town all night, I " took a bed " here, and 
will keep my room over to-night, as I must stay in. 

The Conference to-day— chiefly this afternoon— was ihe great ddxUe in 

_ , «.«, n 1 era a • W< V0lytr€nC6, 

grandest time of debate any of us ever knew. The topic was 
'* The Modem Forms of Unbelief and How to Meet Them." 
Grand, strong addresses came from the bishops of Ohio, 
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Killaloe, Peterborough, Lincoln, Oxford, Montreal, Glouces- 
ter, Winchester, Llandaff, and the Archbiahop of York. Bach 
brains and heart ! This one afternoon was worth the voyage. 
Archbishop Tait adopts my suggestion to haye the speeches 
put in print from the shorthand writer's report. The papers 
would be worthy of the Conference. 

Then Bishop Scarborough and I went to Minister Welsh's 
reception. Very fine. Then we dined at the archbishop's, 
and had a nice, homelike evening. They are cheerful amid 
their sadness 

Then to Baroness Burdett-Coutts, who honors us bishops 
by a reception. A band of Tyrolese singers was there. I 
enclose the programme. I longed for you and K. for the 
music, and A. for the pictures. I spent an hour there. The 
Baroness is not old—- fifty years, I guess— very affable and 

attentive, and not overdressed with diamonds Bishop 

Ellicott urges my coming to dine with him and the Bevisera 
of the 17ew Testament on the 11th, but I am engaged to 
Miss Leighton for that evening. I am to meet Archbishop 

Trench there This evening I go out to Selsdon Park, 

and shaU stay there quietly (I hope) for three days. 

I have many requests to preach, one from Dean Church, of 
St. PauPs, to preach there in August. .... 

Selsdon Park, July 6, 1878. 

Just noon, the Park clock says with its loud strokes. 

A refrt^ing My Dear ^.,— To-day, as the Conference does not meet, 
ooStOry. we are all free. I stay ^' at home." My kmd host is busy in 
his library, and the nice young chaplain in his study, both 
working for to-morrow. We meet at lunch (1.30) and dinner 
(7.30). I have been out an hour and a half, strolling over 
these lovely grounds. I went across the hay fields, through 
the woods, along the shady ways and byways, through the 
gardens, and then took a seat under an old, widespreading 
tree and read my Bible, Prayer-Book and Bishop Andrewes. 
It was inexpressibly sweet and refreshing. The day is a 
gentle summer, half-clear day. The Park is, though not so 
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extensive as AddingtOD, yet more beautiful even ; with more 
of Nature and less of art in it. Bishop Thorold makes me 
entirely at home. I like him very much. • . • • He is a 
moderate Low Churchman, but he and I know each other's 
views, and fully agree in too many, and the chief ones, not to 
enjoy each other 

The archbishop's family are sad, but beautifully cheerful* 
They keep open house quietly. Our new young American 

bishops admire Archbishop Tait very much • Bev* 

Mr. Davidson,' the Archbishop's secretary, is engaged to the 
second daughter. Thursday evening, at dinner, I took Mrs. 
Tait in and sat by her. On my other side sat this young lady 
at the comer of the table ; then around the comer, with the 
youngest girl in bis charge, Mr. Davidson. So I said to 
them : ^^ Now, who owns this young lady ? She seems to 
belong half to me." '^ Oh, no," sidd Davidson ; ^^ she is mine 
entu^ly." 

Yesterday the Conference was very busy all day: Re- 
formed Episcopal Schism, and Church of Ireland and Scot- 
land. Aftemoon, paper by Archbishop of Armagh, and 
addresses by Bishop of Meath and the Primus of Scotland. 

Mr. Burgwin came to meet me at the palace by 11 o'clock. 
I took him in with me to the prayers in the chapel, and intro- 
duced him to Archbishop and Mrs. Tait, and to the Bishops 
of Oxford, Winchester, Gloucester and oiliers, and to the 
Archbishop of Armagh. Archbishop Tait asked him to lunch 
with us. . • . 

I have invitations to visits and dinners so many, that, as 
soon as this note is done, I must go over them all and decide 
which I can meet. I go on Monday evening next to the 
Bishop of Winchester's, Famham Castle, for three or four days 
of committee work. 

The Bishop of Pittsburgh to Mrs, Kerfoot, 

Third Sunday after Trinity, July 7, 1878. 
• . I am just back from Sanderstead Church, iAie A ^t^tui country 



parish church of this place. .... This quiet Sunday in such 

>[Now Dean of Windsor.] 
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scenes is ezqnisite rest to body and mind, and will be 
memorable to me. To-morrow at eleven o'clock we American 
bishops meet for some special consultations. Oar brethren 
here are anxioos about the evil that seems to be coming from 
the Cummins secession entering the Free Church of England 
(before existing here), and we meet to prepare the true fieusts 
for them. 

8.30 p. m. Chapel just over. A congregation of forty to 
fifty, pretty well filling the little chapel. Some six to ten, 
probably, gentry— the rest plain folic. I talked about twenty 
mhiutes from St. Luke xv. 12. 

This afternoon I took a long walk in and beyond the Park. 
I came across hens in latticed box-coops, and odd4ooking 
chicks running about. I soon met ^^ John Bull." He told me 
they took the ^^ pheasants' lieggs and put them under 'ens 
to keep up the game," and that the food which I saw was 
'^rice, meal and heggs." 

Bishop Thorold's face migl^t be thought sombre; but it 
brightens with fun and feeling. And his brain is a very 
bright one. I enjoy him much. His style in writing is very 
apt, bright and strong. He gave me (we had been talking of 
our dear ones in Paradise) a beautiful, truthfbl tract. I read 
that to-day and two of his sermons — ^really vexy excellent— in 
Good Words. Then I read much besides, and so this day has 
nearly gone by. 

To ikt Same. 

Famham Castle, Surrey, Tuesday, July 9, 1878. 

^2|A(im .... I got here at 7 o'clock yesterday evening, and met a 

warm welcome from Bishop and Mrs. Browne 

Tbis is a marvellous spot. The main part of the castle is 
seven hundred years old, built by a bishop who believed in 
keeps, moats and strong walls. The family is, as ever, very 

homelike and loving I cannot pretend to describe the 

castle. It is quaint, ancient and grand inside and out. My 
room is on the drawing-room floor, and close, to the old 
chapel. Bishop Browne and I had a nice talk in my room 
last night, and a conference about marriage laws. 
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Chapel at 9 o'clock this morning, then breakfast. Then I 
took a long stroll over the lawns and up the old keep. It is 
very high. Its walls seem to me fifty or sixty feet. They 
are covered with evergreen growth, and a small garden is at 
the top. The flowers I enclose are from the top of the keep. 
The view thence is wide and very fine. Then into the wide 
park— three hundred acres of lawn and wood. I saw quite two 
hundred deer, from little &wns up to big antlers. They let 
me come very near them. The keep and its walls would 
make grand sketches. How I wished for A.! .... Now 
good-bye. The committee meets soon. Bishop B. has just 
eome to my room bringing me a book on a topic I asked 
him about. I have that book at home, and had studied that 
part thoroughly. .... 

The Bishop ofPiUshurgh to the Rw. A. A. KerfooU 

Selsdon Park, Croydon, July 13, 1878. 

My Own Dear Son^ — • . • • We were busy at Farnham till juetknq ttf the 
late Thursday in committee on "The Best Mode of Main-^^f^^ 
taining Union among the Various Churches of the Anglican 
Communion." The twelve bishops, as seated m committee,* 
were : 

The Bishop of Winchester, 



The Primus of Scotland, 

Meath, 

Guiana, 

Western New York, 

Peterborough, 

Christ Church. 



Edinburgh, 

Pittsbui^h, 

Fredericton, 

Albany, 

Oxford, 



We worked at great principles and means of union, and 
we are to meet again next Friday for the final review of our 
report. 

The final full sessions of the Conference are to come in the 
week from the 21st to the 28th of July. I think the Con- 
ference will do good. Our committee has the gravest topic. 
Our days at Farnham were very delightfhl evexy way. 
Bishop and Mrs. Browne.seut yoa special messages. 
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I came back to London (Westminster Hotel) Thursday 
evening, and dined at Miss Leighton's, meeting there Arch- 
bishop Trench. Then at 10 o'clock I went to Bishop 
£llicott*8, near by, and met some of the Kew Testament 
translators. 
olSiSSSS!^ Yesterday I spent a couple of hours in the library of the 
British Museum, looking up some matters bearing on the 
invalidity of the Cummins ordinations. This whole matter 
is referred to the American bishops, and they put me on a sub* 
committee to work up the facts. Some of Cummins's ill 
spawn have come over here and laid new eggs in the ^* Free 
Church of England," a not recent *^pure" Church. The 
English bishops are alarmed, and would like to know just how 
and why to discredit the Cummins succession. Thus : Cum- 
mins was deposed before he ^^consecrated" Chene}', hivMetf 
a deposed priest ; and old canon law and councils pronounce 
such acts null. . . . • 

The Bishop of Pittsburgh to Mrs. Kerfoot. 

Selsdon Park, Croydon, July 15, 1878. 

BUhopcfSo^ When I came back here on Friday evening, I 

mSjZi!^. ^^^^^ .1"®^ arrived Bishop Thorold's three children— Algar, 
near twelve ; Dorothy, near seven ; and Sybil, three. They 
are all very dear little ones. Sybil is a Spanish-looking little 
thing, an arch, eager little soul, plump and frisky ; Dorothy 
more matronly, as she said to me Satorday, '^ I am five. I 
take care of Sybil : she is only three." Algar is a manly 
schoolboy, very gentle and bright. It was very pretty to see 
• him standing by his father (on his bishop's seat) and reading 
the two lessons very intelligently to the congregation of forty 
to fifty people in the pretty little chapel. Bishop T. read the 
prayers, and I preached. And it is very touching to see the 
bishop enjoying the company of his motherless children. He 
is very discreet and tender with them. The Thorolds came 
in with Canute, and the stock keeps up honorably, as far as I 
can see. 

My cold is better, but I thought it best not to go into 
London yesterday to preach 



r'Is. l 
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At 12.25 I set out for a walk to Addington village, two and 
a half miles off. I went to see the church and the grayes of 
Archbishop Longley and Mr. Tait. The archbishop's grave 
is a square, flat, plain piece, with a neat cross, and on its 
base his name. I recalled his sweet dignity in 1867. 

'^Here, su:, is the grave of the Bev. Ciaufurd Tait," said 
ihe young guide. It is sodded up at the sides, and planted 
on top with the stnught rows of flowers that English style 
likes. How far from our thoughts last October, in Boston, 
that nine months from that time I, or any of us then, would 
be over here looking at his grave I 

The Bishop of Pittsburgh to Rev. A. A. Kerfooi. 

Selsdon Park, Croydon, July 18, 1878. 

My Oysn Dear Boy, — I left here Tuesday morning 

for a day's business and visits in London, a committee meeting, 
and a dmner at Mr. Welsh's. After the meeting I made a 
number of calls, and found everybody out. Then I got into 
an omnibus, and soon saw Mr. Coster making for the same 
^^ 'bus." So I hailed him, to lus great surprise and to our joint 
delight. He is on his way to the Continent. Lord Charles 
Hervey came to the hotel to see me, and we had a nice 
affectionate hour. He is very unwell, and is soon to go to 
Switzerland, and their home is broken up for the present. It 
is just twenty-six years since he was at St. James's, and 

eleven since we last met I was at Mr. Welsh's from 

eight till eleven. Company large and excellent. Mr. Welsh 
put Bishop Potter on his right hand and me on his left. Mr. 
Talbot, of Keble College, on my left, and next to him Canon 
Gregory, of St. Paul's. Sir Fowell Buxton (grandson of Sir 
Fowell Buxton, of Abolition memory) opposite me. Some 
twenty-four in all. 

Yesterday morning I was at the National Gallery. Soon ^^^^^ ^^• 
after I began my rounds, four young ladies met me, and one of 
them started and stopped, and looked at me with eyes swim- 
ming flill : ^^ Oh, it is the bishop I" and turning to the other 
gurls, ^* Oh, I told you if I saw my bishop, he would say, *' M]r 
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child,' uid UsB me." It wm L 0., or Unlontown. 80 she 
got one or two more kisses. Four seboolgirls, under two 
lady teachers, are making the tour over here. Bo we had tea 
minntes' nice talk, and her mates were pleased for her, and so 
were her teachers, and /, too 

I went to my two loTedplcturea,MurilIo'8 "Holy Family " 
and ** St. John the Baptist with the Ijamb." They were moved 
two years ago into a new room, just next where ttuy used to 
be, in the new wing Just built. (The old monk that stood oa 
oae ride is now some way off, and in the place is a fine 
picture, " The Yisioa of St. Helena," b; Paul YeroneBe.) 
Well, there I stood and gazed and drank in (for my last 
chance, I guessed} Ibat Divine ChUd face. I thought of 1843 
and my dear Dr. Uuhlenberg, and of 1867 and yon, and of 
1874 and my dear A. ; and I bade adieu to that vision. 

At 6 p. m. I left London, and 5.25 the carriage (with coach- 
man aod footman) met me at Croydon. Only the chapll^ is 
here. Bishop Thorold absent, and I meethim at Croydon thia 
aflemoon, as I go, and he comes. I go in to dine with 
Archbishop Trench this evening 

Tht BUhop ofPiUthwgJi to Mn. Ker/oot. 

Selsdon Park, Croydon, July 20, 1878. 
.... I am keeping a quiet day here The Con- 
ference sits five days next week, Monday to Friday, and on 
Saturday the 27th the great closing service is to be at St. 
Paul's Cathedral. 

I dine at Dean Stanley's next Wednesday. I have four 
Invitations for that evening, but his came first. One was 
from the Bishop of St. David's, and another from Lord 
Harrowby, Lord Charles Hervey's brother-in-law. 
IHimtrat Are*- The dinner at Archbishop Trench 
bM^p TTmA% p,g„^t_ 1 was in charge of Mrs. T 
They were (all are) very cordial to . 
the gauntlet for America readily. Tl 
meny chances, too. Near me was 
-Archbishop Trench), an excellent fe 
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in the United States. I made him and the others \wxgli by 
saying I had sent home a paper with the ^' Happy Idea " in 
it, showing the advance of humanity in England by ifupplying 
cold water for railroad travellers a penny a glass at the car 
doors in this hot weather. We had long given our folks iced 
water in the cars gratis. A baronet near me, who also had 
travelled in the United States, brought up Mormonism, and I 
told him I would only repeat what I had said publicly eleven 
years ago : ^^ We provided the smart villains, and they the 
untaught dupes." 

Yesterday our committee of twelve (same as at Famham) 
met at Lambeth Palace. We worked from 12} to 4 o'clock ; 
the Archbishop sent for us to lunch (which is always in the 
grand hall, where A., S. and I lunched). There were in all 
from thirty-five to forty guests, of all nations under heaven, 
and I met all the family 

July 24. 
• The Conference met to hear more about the various MMngqfth^ 



it 



Churches." It was deeply moving, and full of joy and 



hopes. The Conference insisted on our Church telling her 
life, and Bishop Littlejohn did it well and succinctly. It is 
most striking how all Uie bishops, English, Scotch, Irish and 
Colonial, break out often in strong admiration of our Ameri- 
can Church. We are the Church of their special pride and 
hope. Bishop Holly told of his Church and was warmly 
applauded, as he merited. The struggles, hopes and growth 
of the Colonial Churches were told. Oh, this is a grand, true 
Church ! We all feel that the Conference is a reality. Our 
Bishop Lee is moved, and he and Bishop Potter talk as with 

one head and heart. We Americans are all at one 

Archbishop Tait does nobly. He is ten times as high and 

wide as eleven years ago 

All through the Conference, free, frank and open as are the 
discussions, not a word or tone is there but marks all as 
earnest, spiritual, cultured Christian gentlemen. We all feel 
that it lifts us up higher. There are times of deep feeling, 
and such outpouring of highly cultured intellect as no other 
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gathering could offer, I believe ; and we all feel that the Con- 
ference will uplift and nerve and blees the grand Anglican 

Church as nothing else has done or will do 

Dean 8tanu^. 1L45 p. m.— I have Just come from a large dinner-party at 
p^ 2«fiio«iii««. p^^^ Stanley's, and a very large company after dinner. 

(Before dinner Bishop Lyman and I took a twilight stroll 
through Westminster Abbey.) Pdre Hyacinthe and his wife 
were among the later guests. Madame H. and I talked over 

Geneva and our meeting there in 1874 

The Parliament House clock strikes 12, and now our old 
day^ St. James's day, begins. • . • • 

From Bishop Kerf oof 8 Diary. 

July 25th, Thursday.— Holy Communion in Lambeth Chapel 
at 10 o'clock. About forty-five bishops present. Conference 
met all day. One hundred bishops present. Important dis- 
cussions on marriage and ritual. 

July 26th. — ^Left Selsdon Park finally with loving memories. 
Conference all day from 11 to 7 o'clock. The report on 
Bitual and Confession recommended, and excellent results 
reached in good spirit. Then a form of letter to go with 
the reports agreed on. Lunched with the Bishop of 
Chichester in Lollard's Tower. After Conference came out 
to Fulham Palace with Bishops Scarborough and Howe. 
Evening, with Bishop of London and family. Bishop and 
Mrs. Coze, Bishop of Winchester and Mrs. Browne, Bishop 
of Chester. 

The Bishop of Pittsburgh to Mrs, Kerfoot. 

Fulham Palace, July 28, 1878. 

cioeina service • • • • Yesterday we had our grand closing service in St. 

at 3t,FauFe, Paul's Cathedral. England never saw the.like. We were in 
all eighty-seven or eight bishops, robed, in the great proces- 
sion. The whole nave was full of earnest people, cleric and 
lay. Bishop Stevens's sermon was fine and true. We, the 
American bishops, chose him to preach the sermon, which 
the archbishop left us to provide. The Conference has well 
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and fully finished its work— « work that will long benefit our 
Church. The freedom and the love had been unbroken. 
Very grave and anxious questions had been discussed, and 
fUU counsels agreed on for our whole communion. We met 
for one more loving communion, and then parted to all the 
ends of the world to work for our one dear Lord. You may 
imagine the nearly ninety bishops passing up through the 
crowd while the processional hymn was sung. St. Paul's 
great choir did its best. So many communed that the arch- 
bishop had to consecrate the elements four times. We all 
feel thankful to have met, and we go to our homes stronger, 
and, we hope, better men. 

Bishop Scarborough and I rode out with the Bishop of 
London. Li the afternoon there was a garden party on these 
fine lawns. Some East India princesses were here ; a native 
Madras clergyman with his native wife ; and bishops, clergy 
and lay folk. 

To-day (Sunday) the Bishop of London took me to a 
church— St. Peter's, Onslow— where I was to preach, and then 
he went on to his duty. I had a very nice day. The rector, 
Mr. Byng, is a Low Churchman, but has men and boy choir An Bdjoriish 
with purple cassocks and surplices, choral service and weekly ^mm.^ "'^^ 
Communion. I preached and consecrated for him ; and then 
lunched with him and Mrs. Byng. Both are children of 
*' nobles," and both very earnest and hardworking folk. 

Bishop Scarborough and I came last evening from London, 
and lodged at the '^ Brush," a three-hundred-year-old inn, in 
Famham. They were expecting Old Catholic Germans at 
the Castle, so we would not go there. This morning we are 
told there was plenty of room for us. The Anglo-Continental 
Society, of which Bishop Browne is president, meets here 
to-day. Bishops Scarborough, Clark and I had a stroll over 
the Castle and grounds this morning. 

TJ^e Bishop of PiUahurgh to Miss Kerfoot* 

The Palace, Wells, llf p. m., Thursday, Aug. 1, 1878. 

My Own Dear ^.,— The day past (all we seven bishops 
say) has been one of our grandest days over here. We left 
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Farnham at 3i o'clock yesterday, and were here by 10* At 
the meeting at Farnham the Bishop of Winchester spoke, 
then Bishop Coze (a grand speech), then Bishop Hertzog, of 
tlie Old CaU)olic Swiss Church, Lord Flunket, Bishop of 
Heath, and F<^re Hyacinthe. The meeting went on till seven 
o'clock, I hear. 

Bishops Littlejohn, Howe, Doane, Lyman, and Scarborough 
are here. My room in tlie Falace looks out of a vast bay 
window full at the cathedral, about fifty yards off. 

This morning we had prayers in the chapel at 8} o'clock. 

Then the bishop (Lord Arthur Hervey, brother of our friend. 

Lord Charles) took us a walk through the grand grounds and 

ruins, and we climbed up a high tower. . . . After our walk, 

Wdu Cathedral, breakfast. Then at 11 o'clock there was a fine choral service 

sUf/lf?^!?!^^ ia. the cathedral, and a noble and most loving sermon from 

ton s tfTtnon, ' •* 

the Bishop of St. Alban's (Bishop Claughton, whom you and 
I met at Canon Leighton's ; he was then Bishop of Rochester). 
In the sermon he turned to us American bishops, and poured 
out such words of love and respect and near union tliat aU 
were moved very deeply, and no one denied that tears ran 
down cheeks. The Bishop of Bath and Wells could hardly 
say his benediction. The Bishop of St. Alban's will give us 
his words from the manuscript. That sermon gave the tone 
to the day. [Printed in the Fittsburgh Diocesan paper, 
September, 1878.] 

Lunch at one o'clock for one hundred and fifty guests. 
At two o'clock, in the old Chapter House (six hundred years 
old), the annual Diocesan Societies' Meeting (our Board of 
Missions) was held, and it was made the occasion of such 
demonstrations to usy such commendations of our Church, 
that we were deeply moved. Five of us were called out and 
made replies. My part was to respond to the resolution of 
welcome to us Three more of our bishops came to- 
night — Lee, J. P. B. Wilmer, and Shanghai (Bishop Scheres- 
chewsky). 



. dtfBlll 
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The Bishop o/FiUaburgh U Mrs, K&rfooU 

Palace, Wells, 11 p. m., August 3, 1878. 

.... Friday morning after chapel (8.30 o'clock), Lord 
Arthur took us another ramble in these beautiful grounds; 
then breakfast ; then morning service in the cathedral (morn- 
ing and evening prayers here daily, full choral service, very 
nicely done). After service, Canon Bernard took us all over 
the cathedral, and gave us the dates of its several parts. 
Everything is in beautiful repair. . . . 

.... We came home, tired somewhat, to 1 o'clock 
lunch ; then at 2 o'clock, Lord Arthur drove us over to Mr. 
Freeman's (the historian), and thence we went by rail to 
Glastonbury Abbey. The visit was memorable. That spot 
IS beyond doubt the birthplace of Christianity in England. 
There we seven American bishops and two English (Bath and 
Wells ^nd St. Alban's) sat and talked of this dear old Angli- 
can Church. Never before, probably, could so many bishops 
have been there together, at the very cradle of English Chris- 
tianity. Mrs. and Miss Claughton and Miss Hervey were 
with us. Miss C. and I became great friends. 



. . 



T» iht Eev. A. A. Kerfoot. 

The Deanery, Chichester, August 9. 

.... We met warm welcome here Yesterday, 10 cuousUr. 

o'clock choral service in the cathedral ; really a fine and wedd^/, 
devotional service ; I liked it beyond most I have heard. The 
congregation was large \for a wedding was to come just after 
the service ! A young London barrister was to marry the 
only child of the Becordet (local judge) of Chichester. She 
was to be very pretty (and she was), and the way of true love 
had run smooth. The little choir-boys turned thek eyes too 
oftea to the great door ; so did some older folks. The wed- 
ding party came punctually. The groom and his bride ; the 
father a little to one side, behind (he looked very grave, poor 
man !) Then two little girls, four and five years old, with 
bouquets, cousins of the bride. « 0|ie of these knelt all the 
time. Then five bridesmaids, and five groomsmen behind 
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them, and then a dozen relatives. As I knew that you and 
A. woold ask me about the dresses, I noticed them. The 
bride wore an ivory satin dress trimmed with Limerick lace ; 
and the skirt made a long train ; and orange flowers, and head 
covered by a tulle veil and orange flowers. The two little ones 
and the five bridesmaids wore pink cashmere dresses, trimmed 
with satin, with satin yoke-body and satin waistbands ; and 
the five bridesmaids added pink mob-caps, white lace around 
them. I watched those dresses carefully.^ This was really 
a wedding in high life, and the whole was very beautiful. 
The Lord Bishop married them at the steps leading from the 
nave up into the choir ; and then, at the part of the sendee 
that we don't have, they all went through the choir and up 
to the chancel rails, and Dean Buigon and three other clergy- 
men (two of these her uncles) read the rest of the English 
Prayer-Book rite. 

.... The bishop and the dean are very learned, meek, 
bright, merry men, and very devout* It is a delight and 
edification to be with them. • • . • 



. • 



To Mrs. KerfooU 

London, Aug. 12, 1878. 

• • In three weeks I sail for home 1 It is very nice to 
think of! Bishops Spalding and Scarborough crossed over to 
France to-day. They were with me at Chichester. We i^l 
enjoyed that place. Spalding left on Saturday to preach 
somewhere, and so Scarborough came to the deanery. We 
have been travelling together for two weeks, and it would 

have been nice to keep on so 

Saturday afternoon at Chichester, Dean Burgon, his niece, 
Scarborough and I had a fine ride to Boxgrove Church, an old 
church in full repair, and close by the ruins of an old abbey 
— ^very fine, and covered with ivy. The rectory was very 
lovely, as all these rectories are, with lawn and flowers. Then 



][Thi8 is a little piece of fan 
for his family, for it was notori- 
ous that the bishop never noticed 



a dress, and never could describe 
one.] 
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a ride across the Duke of ^chmond's grounds (park and 
forest), and past the Goodwood Bacecourse. The country 
is a fine specimen of English culture. 

Sunday was a day fuU with worship and with comfort. 
Holy Communion in the cathedral at 8 o'clock. Dean 
Burgon ministered alone, hut he asked me to give the hene* 
diction from my seat among the communicants. He has 
made me so conclude all his family prayers. At 10.30, 
service and sermon in the cathedral. At 3.30, service in the 
cathedral, and I preached the same sermon I preached in 
Trinity Church on Trinity Sunday. Then tea in the palace BiOujp Bum- 
garden, and a very afi*ectionate farewell from Bishop Durn-*^ ' 
ford, who is a genial and very attractive man. The bishop is 
very fond of children and of plain folk. He can't keep his 
hands off the little ones. It was so nice to see him the other 
^y at Bosham talking to a poor woman with her two pretty 
children. At 7 o'clock, service at St. Andrew's Church, 
where Scarborough preached a right good sermon. With the 
dean's two nieces and their dear mother I became very inti^ 
mate. They send A. and K. some photographs of the cathe* 
dral. Their mother is the widow of the Bev. Mr. Bose, 
brother of Hugh James Bose, the beginner of the Biographi* 
eal Dictionary I have. Dean Burgon is now a father to the 
girls, and they repay his love. 

As to the dean, he is more and more one of the mo&i Dem Bvrgm. 
charming of men. He is a saint, full of learning, piety, and 
fun. Scarborough was delighted with him. I have enjoyed no 
one so much in England; and he tells me warmly of his 
affection for me: ^^We are old friends." His deanery does 
not wean him from " St. Mary's " and " Oriel," at Oxford. It 
offers him the needful rest, but he v)onH take the rest he 
needs 

The Bishop of Pittsburgh to the Rev. A. A. Kerfoot. 

Danbury Palace (Bishop of St. Alban's), 

August 15, 1878, 11.45 p. m. 

.... I left London yesterday at 4.20 for Chelmsford, where Vitu to Bishop 
Bishop (Jlaughtou's son and nephew met me. The bishop 
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was away on duty with Mrs. Clanghton till 9 o'clock, jusrt 
before dinner was over. And my young friend, Miss C, w^as 
oft* till this afternoon, to meet her grandmother, Lady Ward, 
eighty-two years old to-morrow, who has just come from 
Ems, where she has gone twice each year for twenty-seven 
years for the baths. She is a marvel of brightness, and 
would be were her years only one-half of eighty-two. 

Well 1 I got a warm welcome last night, and vras made ttXly 
at home in a most loving household at once. At the closing 
service at St. PauVs, July 27, Bishop Claughton said to me : 
** Well, bishop, are you coming out with me this afternoon? '^ 
I said : ^* No, I am going to Fulham ; did you expect me? " 
*' Yes, did you not get my letter from Ems?" I had not* 
8o when we met at Wells he arranged this visit. 

Last evening we had a pleasant time, and to-day an English 
home of rare lovingness and goodness has taken me into 
itself. Chapel at 8.45 a. m. ; then Mrs. Claughton took me a 
walk through the large flower-garden. Then breakfast. The 
"bishop had to go off to the consecration of a church, so he 
took me into his study and made me free there. 1 found that 
there was to be a family gathering, but all were most earnest 
in saying that I was to be as one of them, and must not at 
all feel as though I was intruding; they of course knew 
about this when my visit was arranged. The grandmother's 
birthday is to be celebrated to-morrow. 

The bishop has six children : two sons, clergymen, here 
now ; one studying engineering; and two daughters here, one 
a widow of an army officer, Mrs. Anson,* and my friend, 
Miss Lucy. The other daughter is married and absent. One 
of the sons has his wife here with him, and his baby, named 
Alban, for his grandfather's new see. In the morning I was 
out with these young folk and saw them play lawn tennis, 
and after lunch the two young parsons and young Mrs. C. and 
I played. I did not spoil the game quite. About 4 o'clock 
Lady Ward and Miss Lucy came. Mrs. Claughton's father 
was Lord Ward (a baron) ; her oldest brother was made Earl 

* [Now the DuchesB of Argyll.] 
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of Dudley; so the mother is still Lady Ward. The old 
lady was delighted to meet an American bishop. She is a 
marvel, an intensely loyal Englishwoman, and anti-Bussian 
through and through. Slie reads up politics daily, and is as 
clear«headed and decided as any one can be. She came out 
on the lawn in her little wheel-carriage to see the lawn-tennis 
game ; and learning that I had played, she was much amused 
and eager to see me play; but we postponed that till to- 
morrow, when the young folks have arranged that the bishop 
and I are to play together. The bishop is much amused at 
the plan. 

Lady Ward had many questions to ask about America. 
She sat in the drawing-room till 11.30 o'clock. The bishop 
and his children are all young folk together. He is full of 

fun He and I played backgammon— not the Rustian 

game, tell Abel 

Tlu Bishop of Pittsburgh to Mrs, K&foot. 

Westminster Palace Hotel, London, 

Saturday, August 17, 1878. 

I sent a note from Danbury yesterday morning. •2g|%Xfl^2f^ 

I had a very hearty, loving time there. Well 1 yesterday it vML 
rained most of the time, so the lawn-tennis contest between 
St. Alban's and Pittsburgh could not come oft*, though it had 
all been settled by the young folk, and Lady Ward was eager 
for it. • • • But Mrs. Claughton and I had (at one o^clock) a 
delightful walk to a lady-neighbor's near, and then on our 
way back we gathered out of the hothouses a bouquet for me 
to present to Lady Ward as a birthday compliment. She was 
delighted, and took her bouquet in to lunch. I said to her that 
as she had ten great-grandchildren who could not speak for 
themselves, I would act for them. ^^ Oh ! no," she said, ^^ how 
old are you? J am 82 to-day." "I am 62}." " Oh! you 
can be a grandchild then." So that was my place. 

Then about 6 o'clock. Bishop and Mrs. Claughton and the 
two young parsons and the two daughters and daughter-in- 
law and I had a pleasant stroll ; and then Mrs. C. asked me 
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to propose her mother's health at dinner, and her bishop 
would reply to my address. So, after dinner, at dessert, I 
arose and offered the toast, and the old lady sat straight up 
and listened eagerly. I said that when I had expected to 
speak as a ^ea^grandchild, I had meant to say what very 
nice great-grandchildren we all were, and this because we 
had such a good great-grandmother who had so well and 
wisely trained our ^and-parents, and through them our 
parents, etc., and what nice children and ^anci-children we too 
were going to have, and all because we had such a good great- 
grandmother, who would be remembered so long, etc. But, 
as I was to be only a grand^\A\^^ what could I say? There 
were so many of tliem at the table who could talk for them" 
selves. I could not say anything against them, of course, and 
if I praised them as they deserved they would blush. So I 
would take the dear old grandmother as representing old 
Mother England, and I would talk to her for the grand- 
children across the ocean. We had gone from home long ago, 
but we were a right good set over there ; very much owing to 
the grandmother's good training; and that though we had 
been long from her care, we had remembered her early lessons, 
and despite some occasional debates, we had under all a 
right warm feeling, etc., etc. Then I became serious, and 
said some true things about the hoary head being a crown of 
glory in such a circle of loving children, etc., etc. 

Then up got dear old St. Alban's and thanked me in Lady 
Ward's name, and then he went on pouring out welcome and 
blessings on me, as no stranger among them, as one q^them, 
whom they would never forget. It quite swept me and the 
rest off our feet. They are a very loving family ; and one 

and all made me of them We had a delightful, 

merry hame evening—music from the daughters, and the back* 
gammon table set out for the two bishops, .••••• This 
morning we had time before I left for more homelike chat, 
and they all sent me off with words of very hearty regret 
(mutual) and requests for letters. One of the brothers and 
Miss L. rode with me to the railroad station four miles off* 
If I were not looking forward this day four weeks to my own 
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dear ones^ love, I Bhould be homeBick for Daabury. • . • On 
Tuesday I go to St. David's. • • . I preach to-morrow at the 
Chapel Royal Savoy and at St. Paul's. At 9 o'clock I get a 
note from Canon Liddon to come to 3 Amen Court to 
dine at 7.45. He wrote two days ago to Croydon, hence the 
delay, I hope to meet him to-morrow. I would have gone 

to dinner if the note had come in time I went at 3 

o'clock to Westminster Abbey— my good-bye there. . • • • • 
Now good-night, dear ones over there. 

London, Sunday, August 18, 1878. 

I went up to the Chapel Boyal Savoy this morning at 10} che^Boyai 
o'clock, in time to take part in the Holy Communion. At 
11} came ^^ Matins " and my sermon. The chapel and all the 
prox)erty down to the Thames is the Queen's personal 
property as heiress of the Duke of Lancaster. It is ancient, 
pretty, and not very large. After service I lunched with the 
chaplain at the house of a parishioner of the middle class. 
The great folk are all out of town. Then to St. Paul's i9^. i\mr«. 
Cathedral by 3 o'clock. Service at 3.15. Canon Liddon 
came into the robing room and heard of the slow journey of 
his note, and cordially expressed his regrets ; and we arranged 
that we should go to No. 3 Amen Court after service. 

The congregation was large enough to fill Trinity two or 
three times ; and a fourth of the room was left. I think I 
was heard, and the people seemed to listen. As Dr. Liddon Ckmon Liddon. 
and I came out of the robing room, Mr. Burgwin, of Pitts- - 
burgh, was waiting to see me, and we had some pleasant 
talk, and I introduced him to Canon Liddon. I went in with 
Dr. Liddon to his house. . . . We had tea and a nice confab 
about "Old Catholics," Canon Farrar, etc., etc. Dr. L. 
walked out with me till we met a hansom, and we said good- 
bye. I was glad to see him even for so short a time ; but if 
his note had come in time yesterday, I would have dined with 
him, and should have had two or three hours there, though I 
could not have taken the room he offered me. . • • 
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Tenby, South Wales, August 22, 1878. 

at, PavkTs I cannot write out the fhll details of that strange 

place, St. David's. A droll, ancient, rude town, the suburbs 
of the cathedral city. I found at the hotel a grand book, the 
joint work of the present Bishop of St. David's before he was 
bishop, and Mr. £. A. Freeman, the great historian. X 
studied that till ndat midnight, and so was a little prepared 
for the sightseeing of the next day. I breakfasted at 8 
o'clock, and was at prayers by 8} at the cathedral. The site 
of the cathedral and its houses is in a deep ravine, down into 
which, through the old graveyard, one goes to the cathedral. 
One sees only the tower, or very little more, till passmj; 
through an old, huge gateway, you look down at the great 
church, and just beyond it, a little to the left, the grand, 
massive ruins of the palace. Near the cathedral are the 
deanery and the canon's houses. The cathedral now existing 
is just seven hundred years old, and it is grand in many 
respects beyond any I have seen. Its inside work is very 
beautiful. The service is simple, eight or nine choir boys, no 
organ, plain recitative. Some twenty-five others there, 
which is a faur number for the little place. The local parish 
has no other church (and I heard last evening part of the 
Welsh service; the chants sounded sweetiy). After the 
morning service dear old Canon Allen (seventy-six years old) 
took me in hand. His bishop had written very warmly about 
me. He wanted me to breakfast at once, but I had break- 
. fasted. I promised to lunch and dine with him. • • • • 

Abergwili Palace, Garmartiien, Aug. 24, 1878. 

AbergwUi • • • • At Carmarthen Junction the Bishop of St. David's and 
^*^'^°<^' Mrs. Jones met me in their carriage and brought me here, 
Abergwili Palace, two miles from Carmarthen. This is a 
large, elegant, but plain palace, and has now for six hundred 
years been one of the palaces of the Bishop of St. David's. 
It is now his only one. The grounds and garden are very 
beautiful. *Thls morning Mrs. Jones and I had a walk after 
having been at Abergwili Church, the parish church, not one 
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hundred yards &om the palace. This being St. Bartholomew's 
Day there was special service. I heard and joined in the 
Athanaslan Creed ; the first time, I think, I ever did this in 
England. 

To-day four years ago the Bishop of St. David's was conse- 
crated in Westminster Abbey, and Bishop Steere with him. I 
wrote to Bishop Steere, Zanzibar, Afiica, to-day, and sent 
messages to him from us two here. We have had a nice 

evening Thus I meet again, in unbroken continuance, 

noble men and cheerful days and conversations. • • • • 

Abergwili Palace, Carmarthen, Aug. 26, 1878. 

• • • • Yesterday was a fine day. At 10.30 o'clock the 
bishop took Prof. Babington and me in his carriage into 
Carmarthen, and there I preached. The choir was chiefly 
men, and they sang well and sonorously. 

We rode l»ck and lunched ; and at 3 o'clock I preached A woih service. 
again in Abergwili Parish Church. Both sermons were for 
the Society for the Propagation of the Grospel, and in the 
afternoon one I talked after (a short) sermon, about our 
Church and its past growth and history. The congregation 
was chiefly Welsh country-folk; they sing and respond 
heartily. At 5 o'clock we liad tea in the garden, and at six 
I went to a third service and sermon, all in Welsh. The 
congregation was very large and earnest, and here and there 
sat a woman in the odd, old-time stovepipe beaver, the brim 
wide, and the pipe part eight to ten inches high, narrowing 
somewhat towards its top. They say that such headgear is 
not as common as it used to be, and that one such costly bat 
lasts the owner her lifetime 1 • • • • 

The service was very hearty, and the Welsh singing wonder- 
fully melodious. I followed, the service by help of a Prayer- 
Book with parallel columns of Welsh and English. The 
whole was solenm and impressive, and the Welsh preacher 
was Bonorous^ right over my head 

The rural deans (about twenty in all) come here this 
evening to dinner, when I am to meet them. Their business 
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meeting comes to-morrow, bat I must leave at 10 o'clock for 

my vifiit to Stretton 

The Bishop of St. David's is a cheerful, quiet, merry, and 
very cultivated man, and very devout. I enjoy and like him 
much. 

Stretton, Penkridge, StaffordsMre, Aug. 27, 1878. 

• • • • Here I am where A., Sam, Jr., and I were four years 

ago. I am made at once quite at home 

Warm wiieom My Abergwili visit was very full of pleasure and interest 
in Wakt. ^ ^^^ Bishop and Mrs. Jones were thoroughly cordial. 
We had a grand ride yesterday afternoon, and in the 
evening came about twenty clergymen, archdeacons and 
rural deans, among them my kind friend, Canon Allen, of St. 
David's. We had a handsome dinner, and at its close the 
Bishop of St. David's made a very kind speech about me and 
proposed my health. The response was hearty from all 
around me, and then I spoke about our one Church, and the 
synodal work these brethren had convened to do ; about our 
Conference at Lambeth, and the glorious opening before us all 
now. I spake as I felt, and the Welsh Churchmen made me 
know that they liked my words. They very warmly said 
they wished I could stay through their meetings. 

This morning the bishop and they all came to the palace 
door to see me off in the carriage to the station ; and our 
farewell was hearty and somewhat sad, as we all uncovered 
our heads and bowed our good-bye to each other. So it has 
gone on, day after day, all through my joumeyings in England. 
Each place of stopping became very homelike and new 
friends became old ones, and each parting has been hearty 
and sad. As my start home is so near now, I push on, less 
thinking of these good-byes, and fuller of eager anticix>ations 
of tliat meeting with you all 

Stretton, Aug. 30, 1878. 

FareweU to • • • • I almost ^' hate " to think that this is to be my latest 
England, letter from England to you. Letter-writing has been such a 
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solace to me, and I know how you welcome my letters from 
my own enjoyment of yours. I am quite well and have had 

four nice days here Kow, good-bye. God has made 

this travel one of continuous comfort to me. Very good 
word from home so far ; and the days and weeks of health, 
and of hearty, homelike hospitalities, and of Church work 
and help ^— how can I thank Him enough for all His very 
tender mercies ! • . • • 



CHAPTER XXm. 

1874-18n>. 
THE BBFOBM HOYSMBNT IN MEXICX). 

The letters and other documeDts in relation to 
Mexico are exceedingly volnminons. For the pnrposes 
of this biography the subject might be treated in two 
ways : 1. A complete history might be written firom 
the beginning, publishing all the principal documents, 
showing each step of the proceedings ; the opposition 
experienced, and the reasons which induced the House 
of Bishops and the Mexican Commission to overrule 
all objections. Such a publication would be interest- 
ing and valuable, and may yet be put forth by some 
of those who have charge of the matter. But it 
would make a large pamphlet — almost a little volume. 
For such a treatment of the subject there is no room 
in this work. 2. The other plan is to give a brief 
summary of the facts, to relate Bishop Kerfoot's con- 
nection with the movement, and to notice some criti- 
cisms that have been made (rather too freely) on the 
course pursued by the Commission of seven bishops. 
Dr Brands It is the Icss neccssary to write a general history or 
-^- the origin of the movement because Dr. Brand, in the 
eighth chapter of the second volume of his Life of 
Bishop WhittingJiam^ has given a tolerably full 
account, prepared evidently afler much laborious re- 
search. With all respect to the learned and venerated 
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author, a few comments will be made upon some of 
the conclusions at which he has arrived.* 

In October, 1874, in the city of New York, while ffousectfBish- 
the General Convention was in session, the House of Sri.** 
Bishops met in council. The council is a secret 
session, and the proceedings are not published in the 
J(ywmal. ThQ entire record is comprised in these 
words: "The House went into council. The council 
rose." {Jowndl of 1874, pp. 342-348.)* The word 
Mexico does not occur in the index to the JoumaZa of 
1874 and 1877. In 1880, however, the Conmiission 
being then ready to report, several interesting docu- 
ments are printed with the Jov^maL. 



> NothlDg that is said, however, 
will be understood by the intelli- 
gent reader to imply any want of 
appreciation of Dr. Brand's yalu- 
able work. To write the life of 
snch a man aa BJshop Whitting- 
ham waa for many reasons a deli- 
cate task and one of no little 
difficulty, and by common con- 
sent Dr. Brand has executed it in 
a way which has laid not only 
those who specially loved the 
bishop, but the whole American 
Church under lasting obligation 
to him. 

' The comparative publicity in 
the case of Haiti has been con- 
trasted with the lack of informa- 
tion in regard to what Bishop 
Whittingham, in one of his 
letters, called the " Mexican im- 
broglio." This has been deemed 
by some a principal cause of the 
distrust that has prevailed. But 
It wiU be admitted that in the 
earlier stages of such negotia- 



' 



tions, whether ecclesiastical or 
political, it may not be judicious 
—may not ** serve the public in- 
terest" — to communicate to the 
press everything that occurs, still 
less every step that is under con- 
sideration. Surely the seven 
bishops, with the House of 
Bishops behind them and oven- 
ruling them, were competent— as 
competent as a Cabinet of State, 
for example— to decide this ques- 
tion. At any rate, the opinion 
of the chairman, Bishop Whit- 
tingham, was positive. See on 
this point in Dr. Brand's lAft 
(Vol. II, p. 876X a letter to a 
member of the Commission, 
probably Bishop Lee. Bishop W., 
even as late as 1877, had *'an 
insuperable repugnance " to pub- 
lishing even the * Covenant' *4n 
the newspapers, that the world 
and\he devil and their servants 
may be taken into counsel with 
the Church." 



I 
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At this conncil Bishop Kerfoot was present, having 
just retnmed firom the famous Bonn Oonference, 
where, in association with the Bishop of Winchester, 
Oanon Liddon, Drs. Langdon, Nevin, and others, he 
had been doing what he could to give sympathy and 
support to Dr. Dollinger and the Old Catholics in the 
great reform movement in Oermany. It was very 
natural that his sympathies and those of all the 
bishops should be aroused by the news of the reform 
movement in Mexico, which Bishop Lee, of Delaware, 
presented in the form of a memorial from *^ Members 
of the Synod of the Church of Jesus in Mexico." 
This memorial solicited our bishops ^^to take such 
measures as may lead to the granting to us the 
Episcopate, we being ready to give the necessary 
guaranties for the maintenance of the faith and the 
due order in the ministry of our Church." 
oomminkHi ^ The Housc of Bishops in council {i. e.y in secret 
teven M$h€p$. g^ggj^j^^^ ^ ^^ Icam from Dr. Brand (Vol. 11, p. 253), 

affectionately received the memorial presented by the 
Bishop of Delaware, and appointed a Commission of 
seven, some of them among the oldest and most 
trusted members of the House, to have charge of the 
whole business. They conferred upon this Commis- 
sion very large powers — exacih/ what powers we do 
not know, since the proceedings were in secret session. 
(Hence, it is obvious, criticism should be cautious.) 
The hope of the bishops (with the Old Catholic move- 
ment before their eyes) manifestly was to guide the 
Mexican reform aright, to save it from drifting into 
mere sectarianism, and to secure to them ultimately a 
churchly liturgy. And they believed that these 
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results would be sooner obtained if the first pro- 
ceedings, while things looked dark and uncertain, 
could be saved from public newspaper discussion. 
They felt as the United States Senate might feel 
during the preliminary discussions about a treaty. 
Bishop Kerfoot's letters prove that he was desirous as 
soon as possible to communicate fully everything to 
the Church. And the same may, of course, be safely 
assumed of every member of the Commission. 

The Commission appointed consisted of the Bishops 
of Maryland (Whittingham), Delaware (Lee), Ohio 
(Bedell), Pennsylvania (Stevens), Western New York 
(Coxe), Pittsburgh (Kerfoot), and Long Island (Little* 
John). The Commission met in New York on Wednes- 
day, November 4, 1874, and by its direction Bishop 
Lee repaired to Mexico to make observations and 
report, and, if he saw fit, to hold ordinations and 
confirmations. He carried with him, already pre- 
pared, letters of orders, drawn up in Latin. 

Dr. Brand more than suggests (p. 255) that Bishop i\MMr< or Mi« 
Lee exceeded his instructions in ordaining and con- ^'<"'*"***'*^« 
firming in Mexico. As the proceedings of the council 
are not public, the natural supposition is that the 
Bishop of Delaware knew what he was about, and 
that his discretion could be trusted. The venerable 
Bishop Lee was then next door to being presiding 
bishop, a dignity which he now holds ; and if A^ cannot 
be confided in in such a matter, what bishop can? 
The House of Bishops trusted the Commission of 
seven which they appointed, and the Commission, 
trusted Bishop Lee. Sober-minded Churchmen may 
well do the same, as they undoubtedly will. In proof 
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that Bishop Loe acted within his iDstmctions, the fal- 
lowing extract may be quoted from a private letter of 
Bishop Eerfooti written four da js after the first meeting 
of the Commission : 

Kew York, Sunday, Nov. 8, 1874. 

To-day, in Grace Church, six of us bishops consecrated a 
real African, a black man^ the Bev. J. T. Holly, D. B., as 
Bishop of Haiti. The Haitien Church is by our act no longer 
a mere mission, but an independent Church, a daughter 
Church of ours, bound by '^ covenant" to our principles as Ui 
Creeds, Liturgical Services, etc., and for a time to have as its 
Board of Administration a Commission of five bishops, its 
own one and four of ours, and its own synod of now eleven 
ministers. We sustain the work for a good while, and we 
will counsel and uphold the HaiUen Cliurch, but it is *^ autono- 
mous " — self-governing. Tliese facts of a daughter Church, 
and of a black man consecrated in this land by this Church, 
make the day momentous. 

On Wednesday (November 4) another Commission of Hx^ 
bishops (of whom 1 am one) met to hear of the reform 
movement in Mexico. We decided to send out one of our 
bishops to inquire in Mexico, to confirm^ ordainy and lay iPat 
plans, and there too we hope ere long to give the Episcopate 
to a pure Church, with the faith and liturgy of the early, pure 
Spanish Church 

crUMtmonthe No sooner had Bishop Lee returned and reported 
the prospects, and his acts of Ordination and Confirma- 
tion, than the whole Mexican movement was subjected 
to a fire of criticism which has not ceased from that 
day to this. Even Bishop Whittingham, chairman of 
the Commission, seems at that period to have been 
alarmed, as his letters to Bishops Coxe and Kerfoot 

1 [ The Biz bibhops present were I em New York, PittBbni^gh and 
Maryland, Delaware, Ohio, West- | Long Island.] 
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show (see Dr. Brand,, IL, p. 258)« But his objections 
were entirely overcome by November, 1875, when it 
became necessary to answer Bishop Doane. Why 
the Mexican movement should be so much opposed,, 
when the procednre in regard to Haiti was so gener- 
ally approved, it is not easy to see. Perhaps it was 
because of a profound distrust in Dr. Kiley's Church- 
manship on the part of many who knew him ; rightly 
or wrongly, it was from the first feared that any 
church of which he was bishop would be of low tone 
in Chnrehmandiip, scar<$ely distinguishable from any 
otbtf Protestant denomination* At any rate, the 
objections came largely, though not exclusively, from 
the newspapers of the Bitualistic section of the High- 
Church party, while the Low Churchmen supported 
the movement and worked for it as an inroad upon 
Mexican Koraanism, and lauded Dr. Eiley in extrava- 
gant terms. Thus the Mexican movement was in 
great danger of becoming a party question — the very 
thing the Commission of bishops was anxious to 
prevent. 

Towards the end of the same year (1875) the Bishop iMfA^<jr ^wo- 
of Albany addressed a letter to the Bishop of 'Mary- 
land, chairman of the Commission^ which embodied 
many of the floating objections to the proposed inter- 
vention of the Commission in the ecclesiastical afiairs 
of Mexico. His letter expressed not so much his own 
doubts or deliberate conclusions as the fears and 
suspicions of some Churchmen which, in the Bishop 
of Albany's opinion, ought to be set at rest. Bishop 
Whittingham, not feeling equal to the task of reply- 
ing, requested Bishop Keifoot to do it. Accordingly 
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he wrote an elaborate answer, and sent it to Bishop 
Whittingham, who adopted it as his own^ copied it 
or had it copied, and sent it to Bishop Doane as the 
answer of the Commission to the objections he had 
preferred. The document itself is too long to publish 
in this place,* but the following correspondence which 
accompanied it shows the mind of Bishop Kerfoot, 
and, what is no less important, that of Bi^op Whit- 
tingham, at this date : 



The Bishop of Pittsburgh to ike Bishop of Maryland. 

Pittsburgh, Thanksgiving Day, 1875. 

Bp. KtrfooCi ^y ^^^ i>««r Bishop^ — ^I enclose an answer. If not too 
aniwer, far from what you think the Commission would answer, you 
may send it to Bishop D« I write it, as I do much now, in 
pencil. I meant to transcribe it in ink, but I had not time, I 
tliink Bishop D.'s objections are met fairly — ^I hope fully. It 
was vain for me to try to answer them more briefly, though I 
could not but wonder that a man with Bishop D.'s brain 
should urge some of these objections. If now any doubt 
anywhere — ^in him or in others — exist strong enough to check 
at all our free action under our Gonmiission, I think the Com* 
mission ought to convene promptly and hear and weig^ every 



1 Besides, Bishop Eerfoot's reply 
largely relates to objections 
which have been long since 
abandoned (and the Bishop of 
Albany has been for some time a 
member of the Commission in 
charge of this very work). The 
reader will observe that Bishop 
Doane made a series of objec- 
tions, considered at the time 
formidable; Bishop Kerfoot, for 
the Commission, replies at length; 
Bishop Whittingham, the chair- 
man, accepts the reply as his own, 



only h$ wonld have made it 
something stronger 1 This was 
in NoYember,1875— a period when 
(whatever Dr. Brand may think of 
1879) there was no possible doubt 
as to the vigor of Bbhop Whit- 
tingham*s mind and Judgment, 
and it shows that the doubts he 
had expressed to Bishop Lee and 
Bishop Coxe in March and May, 
1875 (which Dr. Brand dwells 
upon), had been completely re- 
moved by the autumn of that 
same year. 
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poiQt, and decide to act as commissioned— i>r, ask for an early 
meeting of the bishops, and throw the responsibility back. 
Delay would be a cniel wrong to the Mexicans; and our 
delay might merit the rebuke of the bishops, when they had 
so fully and heartily commissioned us. 

I am far from sure that Bishop D. will like your substi- 
tuting any one in answering his letter. Of course you will 
tell him that you put the task on me. I try to meet it to 
save you the toil 

Tht Bishop of Maryland to ihe Bishop of Pittsburgh* 

Baltimore, St. Andrew's Day, 1875. 

My Own Dear Brother^ — .... Notwithstanding this 8"^®** ^fc5(L&. 
hindrance [serious Ulness In his £umly] I managed to get a 
copy of your letter (altered in a word or two here and there, 
as marked in the rough draft, and rewritten in the last 
paragraph) off to Bishop Doane on Saturday night. Of 
course my doing so was because I thoroughly accepted and 
adopted U. It was Just what I would have said, except 
that— as I told him in my accompanying note— I feared that 
I should have been more tart. I could not help adding that 
it appeared to me that his objections, drawn from the wording 
of the ^^call" of the House, ^^had not the weight of a straw 
with me." I append the altered closing paragraph. 

Bishop Stevens has written to me informing me of Ec* 
cleston's decision to refuse — saying that after having 
Tucker's evidence, £. would have refused, ^^had every 
bishop consented to consecration." I had written to Bishop 
Smith expressing my hope that proceedings might be 
stopped, to hinder possible consequences of great gravity.' 
With heart's love to you and yours, your own loving brother, 

W. R. Whittingham. 



>[Thi8 passage to allowed to 
stana because it bears upon the 
lawfulness of Btohop RUeyU con- 
secraUon, which was questioned 
by some long afUr it took place. 
Dr. J. H. Eccleston was supposed 



to have been elected Btohop of 
Iowa by a majority of one. But 
Btohop W. received a certified 
declaration from tlie delegate of 
the Church of Keokuk which 
proved that Dr. B. was not elected, 
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{Copy of the last paragraph at rewritten by Bishop Whit' 

tingham,) 

The bishope in the CommiMion are not insenuble how 
largely such charitable trust in man is drawn npon in their 
own appointment with power to carry oat this work. But if 
it be thought that they lack information, discretion and resolu- 
tion for the management ef such perilous issues— in the name 
of Him who came to seek and save the perishing, for the sake 
of the six thousand souls imploring our assistance and io 
peril from the sects that would gladly subsidize and control 
tliem, let this Church find out some number of trusty bishops 
in whose caution and discretion she can confide, and then let 
aUj trust to them and to Gk>d this great, this urgent, task of 
mercy to thousands of souls in need.> 



and that the secretaiy of the Con- 
yention had certified the contrary 
under a mistake. This caused 
some stir among the bishops who 
knew it| and there was talk of a 
protest, etc, in case Bishop Bmith 
had taken order for the consecra- 
tion. The matter was settled by 
Dr. E.*s immediate withdrawal of 
his name when he learned the 
facts. The case shows what 
onght to have been done by any 
bishops or others in case there 
was real ground to doubt whether 
the Commission were authorized 
to consecrate Dr. Riley. The 
opposition should have come 
before the consecration took 
place, as soon as the presiding 
bishop's announcement was 
made.] 

i[The following is the con- 
cluding paragraph as Bishop 
Kerfoot originally wrote it; the 
changes made by Bishop Whit- 
tingham show how thoroughly 



he sympathijsed with the reform 
in Mexico, and desired the work 
to go on. This is an important 
point, for it is well known that a 
certain party has insisted that the 
whole thhkg, from first to last, 
was an **uncathoUc intrusion'* 
into the dioceses of Roman 
bishops. (This, however, Is iiot 
Dr. Brandos position) : 

*'And plainly, if the seyen 
bishojM chosen httye not catho- 
licity, iufonnation, discretion and 
resolution enough (the House- 
of Bishops twice said they had),, 
then let some other seven (the 
number is large enough) be put 
into this very grave trust; but 
for the sake of the six thousand 
souls seeking such help and in 
peril from the sects that would 
gladly help and control them, let 
this Church find out some number 
of trusty bishops, and then let all 
trust to them and to God this 
great task of mercy to thousands^ 
ofsoulsinneed."] 
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The work went on, though under many difficulties. 
Two important Offices were to be prepared, one for 
baptism and one for the Holy Communion. J)T.^-^Wi 

•^ •' strange Maa' 

Eiley was strangely dilatory. He would not answer ^' 
letters; Rev. Dr. 0. E. Hale, of Baltimore, wrote to 
him six times and got no reply ; neither the bishops^ 
nor even his friends on the Foreign Committee at the 
Bible House in New York could learn what was 
doing or what was not doing in Mexico. No accred- 
ited agent of a great body ever acted with more cool 
disregard of the superiors whose commission he bore. 
The bishops were at times much vexed, especially at 
his delay in presenting these services properly trans- 
lated into Spanish. Dr. Brand, by way of showing 
Bishop Whittingham's doubts and anxieties, and 
discontent with the movement^ quotes remarks that 
indicated want of confidence in "Dr. Eiley. Much 
sl/ronger expressions might be quoted from Bishop 
Kerfoot's correspondence. At one time it seemed 
almost certain that Bishop Kerfoot and the Commission 
would refuse to consecrate Dr. Eiley or allow him to 
direct the Church movement. Notwithstanding all 
this, on Dr. Eiley's return from Mexico, in the spring 
of 1879, he was able to give explanations of his course 
which were satisfactory, and the confidence of the 
Commission was restored. But the suspicions of 
outsiders were not allayed, and fears were expressed 
that Dr. Eiley, notwithstanding his promises, would 
not supply the Mexicans with churchly, orthodox 
offices. Services of a "Zuinglian" type were sup- 
posed to be far more agreeable to his mind and tone. 
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The OommiBsion, however, were doing all they 
ooald.' 



Th4 Madam i Whatever fault may justly be 
j£^J^ found with any Spanish liturgy 
docB. that Bishop Riley chose to use In 

ICezioo, theie Is no JnstUlcation 
for the attacks that baye been 
made upon the Mexican Litui^gy, 
in English^ which was adopted 
by the Commission. This liturgy 
Dr. Brand admits he neyer qsw, 
yet he writes (p. 374) : ** Supposing 
that these offices be what, on the 
testimony of one who copied 
them, there is good reason to 
suppose they are, * cordial assent ' 
to them is in contradiction to 
the life-long teaching of [Bishop 
Whlttingham]." 

This means, in plain English, 
that a trusted Commission of six 
bishops adopted a liturgy so 
unsound, so ** Zuinglian," so un- 
mistakably objectionable, that 
Bishop Whittingham could not 
have known what he was doing 
when he solemnly gave his '* cor- 
dial assent"! 

Per contra (as "suppositions*' 
are to be brought forward as 
if equiyalent to proof)« sup- 
posing these offices to be, what 
the present writer is assured 
they were by "one who copied 
them " (and in whose competency 
to judge he has confldence),cordial 
assent is just what might have 
been expected from Bishop 
Whittingham ! 

But there is no reason to sup- 
pose that the liturgy was un- 
orthodox ; and it cannot be sup- 
posed without attributing a 



portentous imbe<dlity (or some- 
thing worse) to Bishops Coxe, 
Kerfoot and Littlejohn— thcHigh- 
Church members of the Commis- 
sion— leaying Bishop Whitting- 
ham for the present out of the 
question. As for Kerfoot, he had 
only lately returned from Bonn, 
where, in conjunction with Dr. 
DoUinger and Canon Liddon, two 
of the greatest theologians of the 
age, he had been drawing up 
formularies, of most Catholic 
tone, on this yery subject! The 
Mexicau offices, of course, were 
necessarily a compromise, just as 
our American Liturgy is the 
result of a compromise between 
Bishop Seabury on the one hand 
and Bishop White and Dr, 
William Smith on the other. 
Bishop Kerfoot (see the corre-i 
spondence appended to this chap-, 
ter) said that the lowest standard 
he could accept would be the 
Communion office of the Church 
of England; he preferred the 
American office, but did not 
think it right to Insist upon 
that : what was sufficient for the 
Catholic Church of England, 
might be sufficient for the Mexi- 
cans—under the circumstances— » 
at that time, "for the present 
distress.'' Had Dr. Hale himself, 
who seems to be one of Dr. 
Brand's authorities (see p. 276) 
been on the Commission, he 
would probably haye come to 
terms with his brother commis- 
sioners, and, like Bishop Seabury 
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They labored hard and faithfuUy-^how hard, no one 



and other reasonable men, wonld 
hare agreed that half a loaf is 
better than no bread. 

The following bit of history 
may show how cautions we onght 
to be in judging of this matter 
of drawing np liturgies, even 
when we have the ipsisnima verba 
before us (which we have not in 
the case of Mexico) : 

When the Bishop of Edinburgh 
(Dr. Cotterill) was in this coun- 
try, in attendance upon the Gen- 
eral Convention of 1880, the Rev. 
Dr. Craik, of Kentucky, said to 
him : ** I should like to ask your 
lordship a question: Why is it 
that the Scottish Eucharistic 
Liturgy is so much objected to 
and disused in so many parishes, 
while here the American Liturgy, 
said to be based upon it, is so 
much admired and used by all- 
High Church and Low Church 
alike?" " True," said the bishop ; 
" but you forget that your Church 
has altered or omitted the very 
three or four words on which the 
whole controversy hinges, and 
which so many In Scotland have 
objected to." 

What Bishop Cotterill referred 
to, will be made plain by the fol- 
lowing extract from a letter of 
Dr. WiUiam Smith, of Maryland, 
to Bishop White: 

The Beu, Dr. Smith to the Rev. Dr. 
While. 

April 9, 1786. 

.... In the Scot's and Ed. I.'s 
Liturgy the prayer was excep- 



tionable and leaning much to 
transubstantiation in these words: 
" Vouchsafe to bless and sanctify 
these Thy creatures of bread and 
wine, that they may be unto im the 
body and blood," etc. The Scot's 
still stronger— viz. : "That they 
may become unto us the body and 
blood," etc. The alteration we 
propose is thus: Beginning at 
the words in the consecration 
prayer, "Hear us, O merciful 
Father, we most humbly beseech 
Thee, and vouchsafe to bless and 
sanctify .... these Thy creatures 
of bread and wine, thtU we receiv- 
ing ihem^ etc.y may be partakers of 
His most blessed body and blood.^^ 
This reads as well as before, 
pleases all sides^ and is certainly 
an improvement [i. e., on the 
present English Prayer-Book], as 
there was before no invocation 
of a blessing on the sacred ele- 
ments. 

To this change Bishop Seabury 
agreed, and to the content of all 
parties we now have the prayer 
in our Prayer-Book as Dr. Smith 
suggested. But if Bishop Seabury 
had been treated as the bishops of 
the Mexican Commission have 
been, what an outcry might have 
been made 1 He might have been 
accused of abandoning the essen- 
tial words of the Scottish Liturgy, 
and that too, at the dictation of the 
latitudinarian Dr. William Smith, 
who disliked them for the very 
reason that they " leaned much 
to transubstantiation " ! ( See Bp. 
Perry's Historical Notes and Doctt- 
meniSf Vol. III.) 
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who baB not bad opportunity to investigate tbe sub- 
ject can easily imagine. They felt that a great trust 
had been reposed in them by the House of Bishops. 
They were kind and patient with Dr. Biley, because 
they wished above everything else to save, if possible, 
the Reform movement in Mexico. 

At length, after many delays, and incessant labor on 
the part of Bishop Kerfoot and his brethren of the 
Commission, the o£Sces were finished, and approved 
^Sjjjjjjgjg^ by the five members present at a meeting held in 
lijvew r<r*. jfow York in April, 1879. They unanimously 
resolved, however, that Dr. Riley's consecration 
shonld not take place unless the two absent members, 
Bishops Whittingham and Coze, also approved the 
offices. The following extracts from Bishop Kerfoot's 
diary tell the story : 

Jan. 15, 1879. — Philadelphia Guest at Mrs. Wm. 

Welsh's, 1122 Spruce street. Evening, Mexican Com- 
mission met at Bishop Stevens's 7.30. Present, all the bishops 
but Bishop Whittingham (of whose severe illness more 
anxious word comes to me this evening, here). A long, 
careful, anxious, hopeful meeting on Mexico. 

Jan. 16.— -Commission sat 10 to 4 o'clock, and had very 
full consideration of reports from Albert E. Mackintosh, 
of Mexico ; no reports from Dr. Biley^ but we have hope from 
Mr. M.'s reports that the work goes on ; but Dr. B.'s silence, 
and the long delay of his promised action, etc., very sadly 
perplex us. Commission meets in Pittsburgh, at my 
house, Tuesday, April 15, 11 o'clock, if reports, etc., come 
by March 31 from Dr. Riley. 

Jan. 17.— Left Philadelphia 11.30 for Baltimore, to see 
Bishop Whittingham, and by 3.30 at Baltimore. Guest at 
Mr. W. G. Hanison's, 378 Eutaw Place. Saw Bishop W. 
at 6 o'clock. Only yesterday he seemed to begin to rally. 
Very impressive interview. — Saturday, Jan. 18. At noon saw 
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Bishop W. again — a like interview. Leffc Baltimore at 9 
p. m.— Sunday, Jan. 19. Home by 9 o'clock. Afternoon, 3 
o'clock, at West Pennsylvania Hospital ; visits to patients 
before and after services. 3.30 p. m., service and sermon, 
extempore. (Gospel for day.) Evening prayer with family. 
— Jan. 20. Busy at home with letters. . . • • • 



April 5, 1879. — Rev. Dr. Biley arrived from- Mexico, ondArHvaliifVr. 
had with me, at my house, long^ thorough^ frank interview, ^^* 
satisfying me and renewing my confidence in Dr. Biley for the 
work in Mexico.* Evening, Rev. Mr. Valdespino (one of the 



' [TbiB was an important— one 
may say a critical— interview. 
Wbat occurred, and what Dr. 
£iley said, we do not know, but 
the bishop's very strong language 
shoald be carefully noted. 
Durhig the winter of 1878-1879 
the dissatisfaction among tbe 
bishops with Dr. Biley, which 
had long been growing, almost 
reached the point of throwing 
bim overboard as bead of the 
Mexican work and as its future 
bishop. The very day before this 
interyiew— viz.: AprU ^t--Bishop 
Kerfoot wrote to Bishop Lee bis 
perplCKlty— his fears, in short, 
that he would not able to retain 
his confidence in Dr. Riley, muQb 
as be desired to do it. Dr. 
Biley's explanations must there- 
fore have been very fuU, thus to 
change— we may say convert- 
Bishop Kerfoot, and satisfy the 
rest of the Commission, whom 
he afterwards met. 

Curiously enough, at this date 
(1B7&-1879) Bishop Whittingham 
appears in the correspondence as 
Dr. Riley's defender, and as 
having been rather favorably im- 



Bp, Kerfoot. 



pressed by Dr. R.*s last interview j)r, EiUt^s in- 

with him, the date of which ^ST^iSi?? 

appears not to be known 

(Brand, II., p. 266). (It may be 

remarlLcd that the expression 

''last interview," used ,in the 

letters, implies that Dr. Brand is 

in error in supposing that Bishop 

Whittingham saw Dr. Riley but 

once.) A private Ibtter to Bishop 

Kerfoot from Baltimore, dated 

Decemlwr 18, 1878, which cannot 

be quoted in full, but which Dr. 

Brand and every one else would 

admit to be of the very highest 

possible authority . (short of 

Bishop Whittingham's own 

hand, which latter, indeed. Dr. 

Brand (Vol. II., p. 27S) sets aside 

as, ''under the circumst«nces," 

worthless and proving nothing), 

speaks of a long conversation 

withBishop Wliittingham, " who 

is more inclined to trust Dr. 

Riley than any of us seem to be.** 

" He says that Dr. Riley told him, 

in his last interview with him, it 

would be much slower work than 

any one North had any idea of; 

that he would have to travel 

enormous distances, and might 
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clergy ordained by Bishop Lee in Mexico) at my 

house. Very much pleased with Mr. V. His health bad. 
—April 6, Palm Sunday. Services in Trinity Chapel, Pitts^ 
burgh. Conferred with Dr. Biley. Address in Spanish by 
Mr. Yaldesplno, interpreted by Dr. itiley. Address by the 
bishop on the Mexican Church and work, , • • . and aboat 
the day and week. Confirmed 27.— April 7. Wrote P. O. 
cards postponing my visitations, because next week, which 
was assigned to them, muai be given to the meeting of the 
Mexican Commission in New York, since Dr. Eiley and 
Mr. Yaldespino have come to meet us. 

New York, April 15.— At 3 o'clock met Mexican Com- 
mission in vestry-room of Grace Church. Present, Bishops 
Lee, Bedell, Stevens, Littlejohn and self. (Bishop Whitting*' 



be months without outside com- 
manications ; and that for his 
part a postponement of the 
Episcopate would agree with his 
views more fully than any hurried 
action; and that if his grand- 
children saw the flruits, he would 
be content quietly to sow." 
[BlshopWhittingham] " believes, 
very evidently, in the work in 
Mexico, and would advocate the 
policy of letting Dr. Riley alone 
for some little while longer. He 
says he would have trtuUd him 
wUh th$ bishopric: how much 
more should he trust him now, 
when he is acting under such 
difficulties, with such little 
power I" 

Immediately after Dr. Riley's 
important interyiew with the 
Bishop of Pittsburgh, the latter 
hastened to communicate his 
good news and repair any injus- 
tice he might have done (howeyer 
naturally) by his criticisms on 
Dr. Riley. Bishop Whittingham 



was then convalescing fh>m the 
severe illness mentioned by 
Bishop Kerfoot in his diary 
under January 1&-19. Bishop 
Whittingham's daughter, who 
was also his efficient and accurate 
secretary, wrote (April 8, 1879) 
thanking Bishop Kerfoot for his 
*^ good news." Her father's tone 
when he heard it, she playfully 
says, was very much like ** I told 
you so!" ** Ton know how he has 
pleaded for patient dealing 
towards Dr. Riley, and, to that 
end, tried to put off meetings of 
the Commission, which he felt 
could do no good." 

These things, as well as many 
other points in the voluminous 
correspondence, go to show the 
difficulties that surround the 
** Mexican imbroglio," and that, 
in order to form a correct Judg- 
ment, a full and fair history of the 
whole movement since 1874, 
with documents^ is highly desira- 
ble.] 
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ham absent from sickness, and Bishop Coxe from <' engage- 
ments.") Present, Rev. Dr. Riley and Rev. Mr. Valdespino, 
as representatives of the Mexican Chmx;h and bishops-elect. 
They presented documents and ^^ services " for Holy Com- 
munion and Baptism. Sat till 5.30. 

April 16.— Prayers at Trinity Chapel, and met Dr. Swope. 
10.15 to 5 o'clock, in Mexican Commission in vestry-room of 
Grace Church. Dr. R. and Mr. Y. with us.— April 17. 9.30 
to 4 o'clock, vrith Mexican Commission at Grace Church. 

April 18. — 9.45 to 12.30, Mexican Commission. Our present 
work — ^reviewing the offices — done. 4 o'clock I left New York. 
By 9.30 at Mr. W. G. Harrison's, 378 Eutaw Place. 

April 19.— At Bishop Whittmgham's 10 to 12 o'clock. He inUrview with 
heard read the proposed offices and was fully satisfied.^ I tin^Sm. 
found Bishop W. much better than he was in January, but 
very feeble. 



1 [The following is an exact copy 
of Bishop VHiittingham^B con- 
sent, verbatim^ literatim et pune- 
tuatim: 

** Haytaig heard throagtaont, 
and carefully considered, the 
offices for the administration of 
Holy Baptism and of the Supper 
of the LoBD as presented by the 
delegates of the Mexican Branch 
of the Holy Catholic Chnrch of 
Chbist, on behalf of the Synod 
of that Chnrch, for consideration 
of the Commission of bishops — 

■' I do hereby signify my cordial 
assent to the acceptance of said 
Offices as sufficient to fUlfil the 
conditions heretofore agreed 
upon as requisite to the Consecra- 
tion of an Episcopate for said 
Church 

** William R Whittingham 
** Bishop of Maryland 

" by tmicriiy Chairman of the 



Commistion charged teith the matter 
of the Mexican Episcopate, 

" Baltimorb April 19 1879." 

The text of the document is in Biahop y?MU 
the hand of the bishop's accurate tingham's con- 
secretary, and bears all the marks 
of having been dictated by the 
bishop's own mouth. The signa- 
ture and accompanying words are 
written in his own clear, strong 
handwrithog. Yet this is the 
document of which Dr. Brand 
(Vol. II., p. 278) says that, " with 
knowledge of the circumstances 
under which it was given, there 
is no court in the land that would 
not reject it." An astonishing 
statement, surely, which will be 
considered later on. See a fae» 
simiie of this important paper 
in the Note appended to this 
Chapter.] 
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April 20.— Baltimore, Ist Sunday after Easter. Grace 
Church, I read Ante-Communion service and preached written 
sermon for Dr. Leeds. Then at 1 o'clock I visited Bishop 
Wbittingham, and read Visitation office and administered 
Holy Communion to Bishop W., wife and daughters and Dr, 
Leeds. Evening, at Bishop W.'s.— -April 21. Monday. Saw 
Bishop W. Left Baltunore at 12 o^olock, and at home by 
10.45 p. m. 

April 22.— Pittsburgh. Many letters to bishops of Com- 
mission. Wrote up '^Bishop's Acts" for Our Dioee^e.^ 
— ^April 23. Letter to Bishop Coze about Mexican Commis- 
sion and offices. • . . [Much diocesan business.] — April 25. 
Letters about Mexican Commission and offices.^April 26. 
Letters — chiefly about Mexican offices. Busy down townr 
about school and diocesan missions, etc. 

May 1. — Convocation, Pittsburgh. Present, 13 clergy* 
Topic of discussion, ^^How best to meet present unbelief." 
Good and useful meeting.-— May 2. Preparing for absence 
on visitation, and letters about Mexico. — May 3. Called up 
at 4 o'clock a. m. to see ^^ dying girl " near my home* . . • • 
(Died July 12.) Was with her an hour. I confirmed her and 
wrote to Dr. Korman to attend to her in my absence.* Left 
home at 8 o'clock a. m 

May 13.— Bishop Bedell came at 8 oVlock, and he and I 
wrought from 9 to 11 on Mexican offices to our great satis- 
faction. Bishop B. had to leave at 11.15. 

May 19.— Returned home &om Erie at 3 p. m. Hard at 
work at Mexican offices ; done. — May 20. At work with Df. 
Biley on Mexican offices — satisfactorily. .... 

June 2.-~Sending off copies of Mexican offices to Bishops 
of the Commission and to Dr. Biley. 

June 21. — Preparing for the bishops of the Mexican Com- 
mission coming to the consecration of Dr. Riley. Dr. R. here 



1 [This is an instance of the way 
in which care for the sick and 
pastoral visitation was crowded 
in when he was most hasy with 
Episcopal work. No opportunity 



was lost. During the next few 
weeks, when he was at home, if 
there was a spare half hour, there 
are repeated entries^^'Y isited the 
sick girl,*' and the like.] 
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this afternoon. Evening, Bishop Coxe came. 7 o'clock to 
9.30, he and I busy about Mexican offices. 

June 22. — ^Morning. St. Cyprian's Mission, I preached 
extempore (2 Cor. xiii. last verse). Visit to sick girl. 
Evenmg, Bishop Coxe and I on Mexican offices. Bishop C. 
and I full service in my parlor with my wife and children. 

June 23. — ^Dr. Biley at my house, and he and Bishop Coxe CommistUm 
together for some hours, etc. 1.30 p. m.. Bishop and Mrs. bwrgh, 
Stevens came to Mr. O. Metcalfs, and Bishops Lee and 
Littlejohn to Mr. Wm. Metcalfs. At 4 o'clock Mexican 
Commission met at my house. Present, Bishops Lee, Stevens, 
Coxe, Littlejohn and myself (Bishop Bedell came at 7 o'clock). 
We were anxiously busy till 10 o'clock. Dr. Biley with us 
from 8 to 10. Our conference was full and very satisfactory. 
AU matters were finished well by 11 o*clock. Lctus tnaxima Deo I 

June 24.— St. John Baptist's Day. Trinity Church, Pitts- ^J^Jg*^^ 
burgh. At 9 o'clock I went to Trinity Church to see that all 
was ready, and met the Bishop of West Virginia, Dr. Peterkin. 
10 o'clock, procession of bishops and clergy. (The morning 
prayer had been read in Trinity Chapel by the Rev. Mr. 
Byllefiby at 9 o'clock.) 

Bishops Lee (Delaware), Bedell (Ohio), Stevens (Pennsyl- 
vania), Coxe (Western Kew York), Kerfoot (Pittsburgh), 
Littlejohn (Long Island)— of the Commission — and Peterkin 
(West Virginia) were present, and were all consecrators. 
Bishop Coxe preached the sermon. Bishops Bedell and 
Kerfoot presented. Bishop Lee presided and read Ante- 
Communion service ; Bishop Stevens, Epistle ; Bishop little- 
john, Gospel ; Bishop Kerfoot, Litany ; Bishops Bedell and 
Littlejohn read documents, and all these and Bishop Biley 
joined in administration of Holy Communion. 

Shortly after this, Bishop Riley went to England to Bishop suey 
collect funds for his Mexican work, etc. No doubt he 
enjoyed the cordial reception he met in his new 
dignity as Bishop of the Valley of Mexico; but in 
justice to him it should be added that he worked 
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energetically and aronsed considerable interest. Sis 
eloquence and his conrtcons manners made a fayoral>le 
impression. Lord Flnnket, Bishop of Meath (no\ir 
Archbishop Trench's snccessor in the see of Dublin), 
even vrote to the Bishop of Pittsburgh nixing that 
the Commission should allow Bishop Biley more time 
to advocate his cause in Qreat Britain and in Spain. 
But Bishop Riley remained abroad entirely too long, 
and the Commission became very anxious as they 
saw his old peculiarities, of which they had so often 
complained, again cropping up. For a long time he 
could not be moved ; like his newly founded Diocese, 
he, too, was ^'autonomous"; no one could inflaence 
him. Bishop Eerfoot and his brother commissioners 
were deeply grieved and chagrined at this sad result, 
after so many years of well-meant, arduous toil. After 
their last interviews with Dr. Riley in New York and 
Pittsburgh, the bishops thought it impossible that there 
covM be any more delays or performances like those 
of previous years. The disappointment was keen, 
and the bishops should have received the sympathy of 
Churchmen, and not the harsh and unfounded criticism 
which in some quarters was so freely bestowed. It is 
proverbially easy to be wise after the event ; it is easy to 
blame your physician, who has done his best, because the 
patient has not recovered, or your lawyer because a jury 
have given the verdict against him. It is easy, in 
like manner, to blame the bishops because Dr. Riley 
did not keep his solemn agreement with them. But 
to act thus is not the part of wisdom or of charity. 

The commissioners did all they could to bring 
Bishop Riley to terms. Loving, pleading expostula- 
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tion, and rebuke were all tried. Bishop Kerfoot 
wrote urgent, plain-spoken letters — "not a whit too 
strong/' said Bishop Bedell. Bishop Lee wrote in the 
same strain. But it was no use. Bishop Biley did not 
return to New York nntil November, 1880. Bishop 
Eerfoot was there, very ill, and was not allowed to see 
him, or even to know that he was in the city ; nor could 
Bishop Eerfoot be in his place in the General Conven- 
tion,' and make the plain, candid statement about the 
whole Mexican business which he desired, or assist in 
rectifying any errors. Bishop Biley at last returned to 
Mexico; but the dissatisfaction with his course was so 
deep and so widespread that, at the Oeneral Conven- 
tion of 1883, the Bishop of Minnesota moved the follow- 
ing resolution, " which was unanimously adopted " : 

Resolved^ That this House of Bishops approves of the action 
of the Mexican Commission of this House in requesting the 
resignation of his jurisdiction by the Bishop of the Yalley of 
Mexico. (Journal, p. 90.) 

The bare facts, then, in regard to Mexico, so far as Th€f€ui8 in re- 
they are now known, may be thus summed up : ffardtoMexuo, 



X The foUowing is tbe last letter 
of the yenerable PreeidlDg Bishop 
to Bishop Eerfoot, written dur- 
ing the session of the General 
Convention. It is written in 
Bishop Smith's well-known beau- 
tiful, bold hand, which he re- 
tained almost as long as he was 
able to write at all: 

New York, Oct. 10th [1880]. 
Bp. Kerfoot. 
My dear sick & Afflicted Br : 
I have only a word to say, 
ezpressiye of my profound sym- 



pathy—for I was not present in 
our House (I am so much more 
feeble than when we met in Boa- 
ton, that 1 can only preside for 
an hour) when they passed the 
resolution of which you have had 
notice. Prayers were offered on 
the spot, Bp. Lee presiding. I 
send you our prayer for the H. Q. 
in larger print. Should you be 
able to Join us before we finally 
adjourn, you wiU find another 
copy in yr desic 

B. B« S* 
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1. The covenant definitely empowered the bishops of the 
CommiBsion to consecrate a bishop for Mexico when certain 
terms should have been complied with. 

2. The terms were complied with in the opinion of all the 
seven bishops (including Bishop Whitlangham, the chairman), 
in the spring of 1879. 

3. The Presiding Bishop, learning this, took order for the 
consecration of Dr. Biley on St* John Baptist's Day, June 
24, 1879. 

4. The members of the House of Bishops, some weeks 
before the time, knew tliat the consecration was to take 
place. 

5. No remonstrance against the consecration as exceeding 
the powers of the Commission was made to Bishop Kerfoot, 
nor, so fiir as is known, to any other bishop of the Commis- 
sion, by any member of the House of Bishops* 

6. The consecration took place, and was approvingly 
noticed in the Church papers, without any hint of '* irregu- 
larity." 

7. Dr. Brand (Vol. IL, p. 273) says that, " were it believed 
that our seven bishops did, before consecration, exact com- 
pliance with the terms of the covenant, then, even if there 
be cause to regret misplaced confidence, but few could think 
of blame." In the opimon of the seven bUhops<t including 
Bishop Coxe, this is precisely what took place. A solemn 
promise* of compliance with the covenant was exacted before 
they consecrated. Dr. Biley. With no shadow of justice can 
Bishop Wiiittingham, the Chairman, Bishop Kerfoot, or any 
member of the Commission, be blamed in regard to this matter 
for anything except that they were not endowed with 
omniscience, and could not guarantee beforehand that Bishop 
Riley's Episcopate would be a perfect success. This, however, 
is a deficiency which they share with the rest of the House of 
Bishops, and with the inspired Apostles St. Paul and St. 
Barnabas, who could not i^ee as to the missionary quali- 
fications of John, whose surname was Mark. 
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NOTE ON DB. BBAND's ACCOUNT OF BISHOP KEBFOOt's INTEB- 
VIBW WITH BISHOP WHTTTINGHAM m APBIL, 1879, 

The chapter on "The Church Movement in Mexico" in 
the Life of Bishop Whittingham was written in 1883, between 
three and four years after Bishop Whittingham's death.' In 
that year (1883), and for at least two years previously, there 
was just dissatisfaction on all hands with Bishop Biley, and 
with the results of the Mexican experiment. Dr. Brand ^' brand's 
wrote his chapter with the purpose and hope of showing, if it a^^/^ 
could be truthfiilly done, that Bishop Whittingham had little 
or no responsibility for the Mexican liturgy, or for the conse- 
cration of Dr. Biley ; and, in particular, that the Bishop of 
l^uryland's "cordial assent," twice solemnly given, was 
*' worthless " ;• that, " with a knowledge of the circumstances 
under which it was given, any court in the land would reject 
it " (p. 273). 

Seldom has a biographer undertaken a more difiScult task. 
The five surviving members of the Mexican Commission felt 
that Dr, Brand's chapter conveyed a very erroneous impres- 
sion, even beyond its direct statements and theories — an 
impression most damaging to the living bishops of the Com- 
mission, and especially unjust to the memories of their late 
associates, the Bishops of Maryland and Pittsburgh. For 
the plain English of it all was that the Commission, en- 
trusted with an important and delicate duty by the whole 
House of Bishops, had adopted a liturgy so unorthodox, so 
" Zuinglian," so contrary to Catholic truth, etc., that, to save 
Bishop Whittingham's reputation for sound "Church prin- 
ciples," it was necessary to repudiate his most solemn state- 
ments, dictated by his own lips, and signed by his own 
hand ; not, indeed, to deny the authenticity of the documents — 



> [The work was published in 
^6 Bummer of 188S, and the 
pra&oe Is dated in Biay of that 
year.] 

* [Or. Brand does not use this 



word in his chapter, bnt in his 
reply (in the New York Church' 
man\ to the oomments of the five 
bishops of the Commission on his 
narrative.] 
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that was impossible — but to try to show that thejr w^ere given 
by the bishop when he ^^ did not lake in the sense of w^hat he 
assented to" (p. 275), and that, conseqaently, tlie w^ords 
which he used did not really express his convictioiis ! 
Tktmimtim d4» ^or the sake of Bishop Whittingham, no less than of Bishop 
Mtdf iiMMftt. Kerfoot, the question that has been raised demands dis- 
passionate invesUgation. This Dr. Brand himself will 
welcome, for, as all who know him will admit, his is one of 
those rare minds that prefer to be on the side of truth, rather 
than to have the truth on their side. He is utterly incapable 
of consciously suppressing or even bending &cts that make 
against his case; but he would not claim to be exempt from 
that human frailty which he has not hesitated to attribute to 
others in this very matter^the capability of ^^ being deceived 
by his wishes, or persuaded of what he wished." 

The wish— not to say bias— under which his chapter was 
written, he has himself very plainly told us. He quotes a 
part of Bishop Whittingham's letter of concurrence to Bishop 
Lee (June 17, 1879), and then adds : 

This plain Btatement Ib a matter of regret with wme who hare 
reyered him as a leader, and know not how to reconcile his *' con- 
currence " with what they have mppoted to be his Church principles. 
A thorough knowledge of the man would at least prevent surprise 
(p. 271). 

The natural meaning of this is (to those who know enough 
about the matter to read between the lines) : ^* Oh, tliat dread- 
ful Mexican liturgy 1 If Bishop Whittingham had only not 
signed that paper I But perhaps we can show that he did not 
mean what lie said, or that the documents have no legal 
(Brand, p. 273, last line) or moral force." 
K^ *'*'2J?^ ^^* Brand then proceeds to make the question turn mainly 
two biShopi, upon Bishop Whittingham's mental capacity during his inter- 
view in April with Bishop Kerfoot, and two months later, 
when he dictated a long and elabomtely-worded consent 
addressed to Bishop Lee. If Dr. Brand's account is correct. 
Bishop Whittingham was unwittingly the giver. Bishop 
Kerfoot— also unwittingly— the bearer, and the other five 
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members of the Coimnission the receivers and pablishers of 
a document drawn up with great formality indeed, and un* 
mistakable in its language, but yet utterly '^ worthless "—one 
which, in fact, ^^ any court in the land would reject, if it 
knew the circumstances under which it was given" (Vol. 
n., p. 273). 

This is a very grave charge; what proof does Dr. Brand 
furnish? 

It shall be stated in his own words : 

The bishop had been very Ul, dependent npon his daughter for aU ^^^SSS^ir^ 
intercouree with the outer world, for aoothing reading, and for such Brand batet 
writing as was necessary. The busy man he had always been could ^^ opinion, 
not lie listless. He must be read to. But his reader learned that, 
whatever the theme, his attention wandered, and often without giving 
certain perceptible sign. She would go on at times doubtingly, and, 
on some word showing a perceived want of connection, would quietly 
turn back. When too feeble to feed himself, and suffering excruciating 
pain, he would have been more than man had he been able always, or 
for any length of time, continuously to control his mind. While 
roused, he seemed to others, and was for a while, in his normal condi- 
tion ; but, as has been said, even the watchful eye, accustomed to look 
for the signs of weakness, could not always discern when this state 
was interrupted. This is the ordinary history of infirm men (p. 275). 

Perfectly true. But what does it amount to ? To this : 
that during Bishop Whittingham's illness, at other times, 
when other things were read to him by other persons, his 
reader often found that the tired or suflering man fell into a 
sort of doze, or that his mind wandered, and he was incapable 
of sustained attention, etc. But what has this to do with the 
state of Bishop Whittingham's mind at a certun definite time 
— ^viz. : on the 19th day of April, 1879, between the hours of 
10 and 12, when Bishop Kerf oat was reading and discussing 
the Mexican liturgy with him ? It is not asserted that after 
this illness, in December and January, Bishop Whittingham 
never had the use of his faculties, and never transacted busi- 
ness, or was always suffering excruciating pain ; and the 
testimony of Bishop Eerfoot— a thoroughly competent and 
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reliable witness '—is direct : ** Found Bishop W, clear in heady 
but feeble in body. Full review of the Mexican offices : 
gave warm approval." Dr. Brand's theory is perfectly 
plausible in itself, and what he states did actually happen at 
other times. But there is proof that it did not happen at this 
particular interview in April which is under discussion. It 
is impossible that any such lapse of mind should have occurred 
foUhatU BUhop Kerfoot^e knowing ity just as, at other times, 
Bishop Whittingham's reader perceived it.* 
Mto^wS"" Evidence will now be produced some of which Dr. Brand 
T^Mtto^Aom'f never saw, and which, if he had seen it, would doubtless have 
prevented his chapter from being written as it is. If it shall 
appear that on numberless occasions in March, April, May 
and June, Bishop Whittingham was perfect master of his 
faculties, and was able to transact much business with his 
usual precision, there will be no reason to doubt that he could 
have given his mind to Mexican matters, if he had chosen ; 
and that he did do so on the occasion in question, is proved by a 
document dictated by his own lips and signed by his own hand, • 



eondUUm, 



> [Dr. Brand expref»ly concedes 
Bishop Kerfoo^B absolnte tmst- 
worthiness, thongh some readers 
of his allusiTe style will not 
know to whom he refers when 
he speaks of *Uhe trusted 
brother)" *Hhe upright man," 
etc. (p. 275).] 

3[It ought to be added that 
Bishop Eerfoot's prolonged ex- 
perience with illness in his own 
family, and his constant super- 
vision in the sickroom at St. 
James's College, and his long 
experience in hospitals, had made 
him an exceptionally good nurse. 
Few men were more observant ; 
he had almost a physician's eye 
for detecting changes of counte- 
nance, spells of weakness, wan- 
derings of mind, and the like. All 



who knew Bishop Eerfoot inti- 
mately would testi^ to this. Had 
he been told, when he reached 
Balthnore, that Bishop Whitting- 
ham was not equal to the pro- 
posed interview he would not 
have been surprised. If, after 
he was admitted to the bishop's 
chamber, Bishop Whittingham 
had been, at that time, in any- 
thing like the condition which 
Dr. Brand describes, no man in 
the world would have discovered 
it sooner than Bishop Eerfoot. 
He would at once have said: 
** My dear bishop, you are in no 
condition to attend to this busi- 
ness ; I will not dream of taxing 
you with it; the whole matter 
must be postponed or abandoned 
altogether."] 








^ ;^ij' /i. 
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in the presence of two most competent witnesses — to wit, the 
Bishop of Pittsburgh, and Bishop WhittiDgham's own daughter 
and secretary, neither of whom, at the time, questioned the 
full competency of the bishop to execute the paper. " Any 
court in the land " will say that such a document from such 
a man, and supported by such testimony, must stand, unless 
it can somehow be overthrown by counter-evidence of eye- 
witnesses to which superior weight -must be attached. Of 
such evidence none whatever has been produced. A theory 
about the *' ordinary history of Infirm men " is no such 
evidence. Becollections, three or four years after (especially 
when they relate to other times and other things), are never 
allowed — ^in our courts or out of them — to supersede or out- 
weigh contemporaneous memoranda of a competent witness ; 
and dislike or aversion to the sentiments expressed in a doc- 
ument is so far from being evidence, that it at once creates a 
positive presumption against those who wish to set a paper 
aside : it irresistibly suggests the familiar case of parties who 
do not like the provisions of a last will and testament, and 
therefore are perfectly certain that the testator was ^^ under 
undue influence," etc. 

Kow, what are the facts? 

In the first place, the reader must bear in mind — ^what Dr. Ths/actsasto 
Brand does not state — ^perhaps did not know — that Bi&ho'g Mm:so(md^im 
Kerfoot had two memorable interviews with Bishop Whitting- ^tmd^me.^^ 
bam in 1879, one in January, the other in April.* At the first 



1 [ Dr. Brand of conrse was not 
present at either of these inter- 
Tiews. As he (strangely) would 
allow no weight to the written 
memoranda of Bishop Kerfoot 
which were famished him, he had 
to rely npon recollections of 
others m&re than three years after 
the event. How treacherous the 
unaided memory is in such mat- 
ters, is proverbial. Is it not 
probable that those from whom 
he received his information con- 
fused together these two interviewsy 



which were separated by only 
three months? This would ac- 
count for several of the mistakes 
in Dr. Brand's chapter. At all 
events, two things are certain: 
1. That Dr. Brand's story fits in 
precisely with what Bishop Ker- 
foot says of the Jantuiry inter- 
view ; and 2, is directly contrary 
to Bishop Kerfoot's testimony as 
to the interview in April, as well 
as to other evidence as to Bishop 
Whittingham's condition.] 
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of these, Bishop Whittingham was very ill and incapable of 
transacting any business. Bishop Kerfoot discerned this 
very well, and spoke of the anxiety he felt to his fiunily on 
his return to Pittsburgh. In his official record-book he speaks 
simply of his **yery impressive interview." Some weeks 
after this he is much reassured by a letter from his dear 
iUend and constant correspondent, Bishop Whittingbam's 
daughter and secretary : 

Baltu ORB, March 18, 1870. 

Father certainly, steadily Btrengthens; for the first time 

yesterday, with hia man's arm, he attempted to walk. .... His mind 
has regained its tone, so that all wlio see him ssy that there tliere is no 
change in him. Bishops Hare and Williams both found him better 
than they expected, and Bishop Williams had a long talk on Church 
matters, too. Bishop Pinkney has been twice to see him for adyice 
.... and told me he should come often now— it was so saUs&ctory. 
So fliither is taking up his work slowly, but surely. 

Still, at the time of the critical meeting of the Commission 
in New York in April, Bishop Kerfoot, remembering Bishop 
Whittingham's condition when he last saw him in January, 
and fearing to tax his strength injudiciously, wrote to his 
daughter to inquire whether her father was sufficiently re- 
covered to see him and transact business. The reply, under 
date Easter Monday, April 14, was as follows : 

If fsther continues as well as he is, he will be quite able to see you 
on the Mexican business. He Is anxious on the matter, too. Last 
week was a very trying one to him — ^the Churches season and the 
coming spring both depressed him— but yesterday he was bright and 
like himself. .... 

Five days later Bishop Kerfoot came, saw him as already 
related, and reviewed the offices with him/uZ^y, obtained his 
verbal and written assent, which was dictated by the bishop 
himself. Not only does Bishop Kerfoot say what Dr. Brand 
quotes from his official-record book^*^ I found Bishop Whit- 
tingham much better than in January, but very feeble '*— -but 
he also makes at the time the following more fUll memorandum 
in his private diary ; " April 19, 1879. — At Bishop W.'s, 10 
o'clock. With the bishop firom 10.30 to 12 ; fuU reoiew of the 



I 
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services, Holy Communion and Baptism, and his warm 
approval. Bishop W. clear in head^ bat very feeble in body." 

After this, as the correspondence now lyioj; before the 
writer makes clear. Bishop Whittingham continued to improve. 
His letters were read to him; he transacted business and 
dictated replies. Meantime, the Bev. Dr. Hale returned from jjarmtifDr. 
New York much alarmed by what he thought he had found ^"^ 
out about ^Hhat Mexican liturgy." He had seen Dr. John 
Cotton Bmith, Mr. Zabriskie Gray, Bishop Smith, and *^ every* 
body." He had asked Dr. Biley for a copy in Spanish, and 
Dr. Biley had refused to show it, but Mr. Yaldespino gave 
him a copy, and ^' it was almost identically the same one that 
was before the Commission years ago and rejected " ! Bishop 
Kerfoot, being appealed to, writes that this is all a mistake ; 
that Dr. Hale had never seen the liturgy which the Commis- 
sion adopted ; that Mr. Yaldespino could not have shown it to 
him, because he had it npt to show. All this and a great deal 
more, and the fact that Bishop Coxe objected,' and had sug* 
gested improvements in rubrics, etc., are communicated to 
Bishop Whittingham, who attends to his daily mail, and 
dictates answers, if he does not write them. 

And what does Bishop Whittingham do ? What is the effect sithop wm- 
on him of all this f Does he display any feebleness of mind ? ^SSS^ ^^ 
Any vacillation^that most common sign of weakness and 
incapacity ? Kot a bit of it I He acts with the greatest good 
sense, firmness and intelligence. He acts as any sensible 



>[Dr. Brand says (p. 26S): 
** Bishop Whittingham neyer 
knew of thescraples of his pnpll ^ 
(i. e. Bishop Coxe). Perhaps 
Dr. Brand means no more than 
that the objections of Bishop 
Coze were not presented in detail 
to Bishop W. for his reyision. 
This is likely enough. Bat the 
corre8i>ondence of Bishop Ker- 
foot and letters of Bishop Whit- 
tingbam*s secretary, written week 
by week while all this was going 



on, go to show that Bishop 
Whittingham did know o/Bishop 
Coze's scruples. And lit knew a 
great deal more, Efe knew that 
Bishop Coze, being satisfied, had 
withdrawn hie objeetione^ and woe to 
preach the sermon and he one of Dr. 
Riley^a eoneeerators ; and this was 
one of the things Bishop Whit- 
tingham had In mind when he 
dictated his concurrence to 
Bishop Lee on Jane 17, 1879.] 
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man would do who, lying on his Bickbed, had, once for all, 
gone over a complicated piece of bnsiness with a tmsted 
legal adiieer. One cannot be forever and ever reopening 
questions. Bishop Whittingham refiises point-blank to f^o 
into the question again, or to be thrown off his balance by 
anybody's objections. He had giyen his consent, he said, 
only to what Bishop Kerfoot brought him. That litmigy be 
knew was correct and orthodox. Having once gone over the 
matter with a thoroughly competent theologian, he now 
trusted him and his brotiier bishops, knowing that no chang^es 
Would be made by them, except such improvements as they 
knew would be in the line of his wishes, and would not invali-' 
date his assent. And ihisj aeeording to Bi$h^ K«rf6ot*M 
Utters^ UpreeUdy whai happened. 
VipnfBiihap At length the Maryland Convention drew nigh (May 28, 
mM^JtST' 1879), and Bishop Whittingham '' wrote witii his own hand 
timi. i^ii of hig Convention address [a remarlcable document — ^most 

businesslike and precise, occupying, with the transcript of his 
Journal, sixteen closely printed 8vo pages, which took nearly 
one hour to read in Convention], saw many of the clergy, and 
received reports of what was going on all the time the Con« 
vention was sitting, together with all the necessary routine 
work of a bishop, at such times, which you know so well. 
All this," continues Bishop Kerfoot's correspondent, under 
date of June 6, ^* was too much for him, so that he now must 
have utter rest. In a week or ten days, I hope, he will be 
able to go over the proposed liturgy '' (». e., as amended, and 
embodying Bishop Coxe's suggestions, all which had beea 
adopted, to Bishop Coxe's satisfaction). 

Finally, on the 2l8t of June, Bishop Kerfoot is informed : 
^^ Father has not been so well last week. He took a cold, 
and has not yet rallied from it. He loas able^ however, to 
DICTATE a letter to Bishop Lee assenting and consenting to 
all the actions of the Commission " (June 17). 

And what was this letter, to which Dr. Brand will allow no 
weight to be attached, and of which he quotes (p. 271) one 
sentence ? The whole document is this ; and it was not simply 
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Hgned^ as a Will drawn by a lawyer is, but its exact phrase- 
ology was dictated from the bishop's own lips : 

Baltimobb, June 17, 1879. 

My Dear Bishopy-^I thank yon for your kindness in submitting to J^^tter to BMujp 
my examination the proposed form of testimonial to be read at the ^^ 
consecration of Dr. Riley, and of his promise of conformity. 

I have given the documents the best attention I am able to give at 
the present time, and have nothing to suggest in the way of alteration 
or Improvement. 

Of course, I concur in the proposal that they should be used at the 
approaching solemnity. I have given attention^ toOf to tTie commenU 
that have been made on our relations to the Mexican Church, and 
have found no occasion to depart from my eoneurrence In the action of 
the committee presided over by yourself. 

Heartily bidding €k>d8peed to all engaged in so good a work, as I 
believe this to be, of Christian charity and obedience, I humbly desire 
to be considered as associated with the Commission in its action per- 
taining to this matter. Very fidthfuUy your loving friend and brother, 

William R. WHirrnroHAM, 
Sithop of Maryland, 
Senior Member Of the Commiuion on the Mexican Epiteopate, 

Right Rbv. Db. Lbb, 

Biehep of Jklatoare. 

The above account has been written after an examination Oonctueione. 
of a very large mass of documents. The statements made 
rest, not on hearsay or memory, but on minutes and letters 
written at the time* 

The question that Dn Brand has raised, which so deeply 
concerns the seven bishops of the Commission, and indeed all 
Churchmen, must now be left to the judgment of the impartial 
reader. The chief points which the complete evidence brings 
out are these : 

1. That complaints with respect to ''supposed" imperfec- 
tions and unsound doctrine in the Mexican liturgy have been 
made which, when sifted to the bottom, really amount to a 
charge of gross incompetency on the part of the seven bishops 
of the Commission. (Intentional unfaithfulness has, of course, 
never been hinted.) 

2. That none of the critics ever saw the liturgy which has 
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been the object of their attack, and, of conne, none of the 
** supposed " unsound passages have ever been quoted. 

3. That no evidence has yet been adduced that the sik 
bishops (Bishops Lee, Bedell, Stevens, Coze, Kerfoot and 
littlejohn) adopted, in solemn conclave, a liturgy containing 
^^ traces of ZuingUanism," or in any respect unsound. 

4. That no reason has been given why Churchpeople should 
not continue to bestow upon our right reveraid fiMhers of tho 
Commission the same confidence which the House of Bishopa 
has all along reposed in them. 

5. That Bishop Whittiugham, being sound in mmd, though 
feeble in body, transacted much difficult and importaQl! bvM* 
ness during the months of April, May and June, 1879. 

6. That on the 19th day of April, 1879, in the presoice of 
the Bishop of Pittsbni^gh and of his own daughter, acting as 
secretary, Bishop Whittingham executed a solemn document, 
giving his ^* cordial assent " to the said liturgy. 

7. No whisper of Bishop Whittingham's being hi any wise 
incompetent to execute audi a paper was ever heard at or 
near that time. Had any such thing been hinted in MfuryUmdy 
his last memorable Convention address, and his remarkable 
Last Will and Testament, drawn with his own hand and dated 
September 22, less than one month before his deatli, would at 
once have been pointed to in reftitation of any suspicion that 
he had not full command of his faculties. What was said 
two or three years later bears all the marks of being an after- 
thought, prompted by the failure of Bishop Biley and the ill- 
success of the Mexican movement. 

8. That on the 17th of June, Bishop Whitthigham, having 
in the interval given evidence of possessing, not ordinary, but 
extraordinary mental powers, and being well aware that a 
certain party in the Church had assailed the liturgy and the 
Mexican Commission, deliberately dictated his entire ^* con- 
currence " in the action of his brother commissioners. 

9. And, finally, that whatever " some " may choose to say of 
the Mexican liturgy (the precise words of which they have 
never seen)^ and whatever criticism they may think proper to 
make upon the action of the six bishops who assembled in 
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Pilt8burgh in June, 1879, that liturgy and that action received, 
on two solemn occasions, the fall, free and intelligent assent 
and consent of Bisho? W9Ittingham, ehairman of Uu 
Commission. 

Ck>BB£SP0in>9N0B BELATINa TO TH9 BSIFOBM MOVEMENT 

IN Mexico. 

Tks Prending Bishop to (he Bev. Sail Harrison. 

Wilmington, March 4, 1886. 

Bev. and Dear 8iry—l am gratified to learn that you ^v© j^i^JST^ 
in preparation a biography of our excellent brother, the Bt. JBUhop. 
Bev. J. B. Kerfoot, whose elevated Christian character and 
abundant labors ought to be had in grateful remembrance. 

In the consultations of the Mexican Commission of the 
House of Bishops, in which I was intimately associated with 
him, l^e took an active and Influential share from the begin- 
ning. When the Life of Bishop Whittingham was published, 
the original members of the Commission felt extremely 
dissatisfied with the representation there given of Bishop 
Whittingham's share in their work. Without supposing tliat 
there was any intended misrepresentation, we could not 
accept the view there given as just and impartial. It was a 
cause for frequent congratulation among themselves, exposed 
as they were to unfriendly attacks, that the Commission had 
acted throughout as a unit. If differences of judgment 
appeared at any time, by firee interchange of views and a 
conciliatory spurit they were harmonized in the ultimate 
decision. To Bishop Whittingham^s judgment there was, as 
might be expected, great deference paid, and, so far as we 
knew, he was fully in accord with his colleagues in every step 
that was taken. Whatever desire might have existed for the Bp. WhiUing- 
consecration of Bishop Biley, it certainly would not have been con»mt, 
done without his hearty consent. That he cordially concurred 
with the other members of the Commission appears very 
plainly from his letter to me, published with the report of the 
consecration. 
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The feeling awakened in the participants in that coremoay 
who were living when the lAfe of BUhop Wkittinglunit 
appeared, led to the publication in the Church joomals of thtt 
following Btatement : 

** CONSBGBATIOK OF D&. BlLBT. 

** It is due to historical truth to make it known that, from 
first to last, in all our work in the Mexican OonmuMion, no 
member concurred in every measure adopted, more entirely 
than our beloved chidrman, the late Bishop Whittinghanu 
Nothing was done to which he objected, and there never fell 
from hh lips the slightest intimation that our action was 
hasty or faulty, or other than what he approved. In &ct, he 
was prepared to consecrate Dr. Blley in October, 1876, and 
even urged it upon his brethren, until AiU consideration 
satisfied the Commission that it could not be done at that 
stage of the proceedings. We make this statement not from 
any disposition to relieve ourselves firom any responsibility 
for our several shares in a work which has been greatiy mis- 
understood and misrepresented, but to obviate erroneous 
impressions respecting the entire unity of the Conmussion in 
everything which had their official sanction. 

^' Signed, Alfred Lee, 

G. T. Bedell, 
Wm. Baoon Stevens, 
A. Cleveland Coxe, 
a. N. Littlejohn." 

T/u ConmU- The authority under which the bishops of the Commission 
pS^^V^ consecrated the Rev. Dr. Biley to the Episcopate will be 
^'^ found set forth in the report of said CommisBion made to the 

House of Bishops and commimicated to the House of Clerical 

and Lay Deputies of the General Convention of 1880* See 

Journal of said Convention, pages 170-180. 
They acted under the direction of the Presiding Bishop, 

who was requested and empowered, after having received a 
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certain report from the Commission, to take order for the 
consecration of such person or persons as should he reported 
to him as duly elect and qualified. So far as concerned the 
ofiScial duty of the Presiding Bishop, the Commission pre- 
sumed wnnia rite esse acta. The expediency of the consecra- 
tion, and matters therewith connected, occupied hours and 
days of earnest consideration, hut I do not rememher any 
intimation of the slightest douht of our full authorization. 
Answering your inquiries, I say : 

1. The covenant definitely empowered the bishops of the 
Commission to consecrate in the manner marked out by the 
House of Bishops and followed. 

2. The Commission considered at the time that the terms 
were complied with 

3. No remonstrance was made to me, nor, so far as I 
know, to any of the Commission, against consecration. 

4. I was aware from the beginmng that there was among 
a few no kind feeling towards the work in Mexico. Some 
persons looked upon our entrance into a field where the 
Boman Church was already established as an intrusion. No 
9uch position was taken in the House of Bishops. 

5. Had Bishop Biley been possessed of the qualities 
attributed to him by the bishops of the Commission at the 
time of his consecration, I firmly believe that his work in 
Mexico would have been highly successful, and tiiat the 
opposition would have diminished, if it did not wholly cease, 

6. So far as relates to my administering Holy Orders and 
Confirmation in Mexico in 1875, I never heard from my 
colleagues any word of censure or disapproval, and the 
correspondence of Bishop Kerfoot, and his memoranda made 
at the time, prove that the Commission expected me to act 
precisely as I did in regard to those matters. 

I was anxious to have a meeting of the Commission imme- 
diately upon my return, but could not succeed in getting one 
before October 22, 1875 — an interval of seven months. If 
the Commission had met, and received my report, annexed to 
which was a copy of the Mexican liturgy, and also a trans- 
lation. Bishop Whittingham would not have written the 
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letter to BUhop Coxe,' published in Dr. Brand's Memoir 
[p. 258], in which he cpinplalned of not having been able to 
obtun it, and seeined to think that it had been intentionally 
kept firom him. If the Bishop of Maryland sometiaies 
idxpressed himself, verbally or by letter, in a different manner 
from that to which we were accustomed in our meetings, I 
attribute it to impressions received from unfriendly sources, 
which were removed by fuller explanaUon. 

Wishing you much success in your interesting and impor- 
tant work, I remain very truly your9, 

Ax«FRiBi> Lee. 

Boom can be made for only a very few quotations 
from the volnminons Mexican correspondence. 

Th^ Bishop ofPiiUhirgfi to iM Bishop qf Marylani* 

Pittsburgh, March 23, 1878. 

AnscUOegabata ^^ anxieties about Dr. Riley are more than confirmed. 

Dr.sueyin Ko one anywhere attributes any wropg motives; but his 
strange incapacity to apprehend, retain, remember, adhere 
to or carry out any plan, understanding or agreement, in pro- 
curing or disbursing money, as well as any of our plans and 
agreements with him in our work as a^ Commission ; his 
omission of all communications of needful information of and 
from Mexico to anybody else, as well to the bishops in the 
Commission ; the neglect as well as entirely needless delay 
in filling out his part in this work; his persistence in this 
erratic course in spite of most distinct and repeated solicita- 
tions from many bishops and others .... — all this was 
testified to most distinctly. He was felt to be baffling the 
work, whatever he might imagine or say himself. .... 



1 [Dated May 1, 1875. Bishop 
Whittingham, with hig nsnal 
eandor, in effect took this letter 
hack, BO far as it inrolyed any 



ohjection to the procedure of the 
Commission, as his letter to 
Bishop Doane makes very plain. 
—H. H.] 
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The Bishop of Pittsburgh to the Bishop of Delaware. 

Pittsburgh, Dec. 19, 1878. 
My Dear Bishop Lee^ — . . • . I still object to New York [as Porty in,/luenee 
the place of meeting], and say Philadelphia. I gave you a 
hint as to my reasons ; and I know that opposition will come 
np if this Commission permits any appearance of manage- 
ment by— or with— the Foreign Committee. We are to guide 
the forming of a new national Churchy not to share in the 
control of a mission; and we are to avoid and prevent any 
look of party influence. I refer not to any distrust of my 
own, but to grave distrust in some of our bishops and clergy. 
I therefore vote against New York just now ; but, of course, 
I will go wherever you say. And I prefer Philadelphia, as 
nearer to me and more convenient, and taking me from home 
a shorter time. But, having done my duty as a good '^ Prot- 
estant," I will obey whatever orders my brother Delaware 

sends. Very affectionately, 

J. B. Kerfoot. 

The Bishop of Pittsburgh to Albert E. Mackintosh, Esq.y 

Mexico, 

Pittsburgh, Feb. 20, 1879. 

My Dear Sir, — Bishop Lee has before this written to you ofpwtdiaruusof 
the meeting in Philadelphia, on January 15 and 16, of the ^* ^*^' 
Mexican Commission of bishops. As one of those bishops, 
and as a member of a special sub-committee on the matter of 
the consecration of bishops for Mexico, I wish to write to 
you on some special matters. Of course I am still, as ever, 
anxiously and heartily the friend and advocate of that most 
important work. The Bev. Dr. Biley will tell you that he 
found in me one of the earliest and most zealous promoters of 
the cause in our Church, and that my Diocese was led to give 
prompt and liberal aid to the work. Your part in Mexico, I 
see, is active and influential; and to you, therefore, more 
than to any one there whom we know, we look now for some 
resolute effort to remove the chief obstacles in the way of the 
desired co-operation of our Church in the United States. 
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These obstacles are tery serious^ and must not be onder- 
estimated. They arise almost wholly from several very 
unexpected peculiarities in the Bey. Dr. Biley's agency in the 
whole scheme. Of course you will eomrnunicate this letter 
fully to Dr. Riley ^ with my cordial assurance of my continued 
interest in him and In the work. It is my earnest anxiety to 
have every obstacle removed that prompts this letter to you. 
Furst, because most recent, is the obstacle of Dr. B.'8 
persistent silence. He sends no reports of the work doing in 
Mexico. He answers no letters sent him. The Church here 
was for a year without any authoritative news, except the 
one brief note from Dr. B. printed here, in November last, in 
our Spirit of Missions 

The remainder of this long letter cannot be quoted 
here; this portion is given to show how anxious 
Bishop Kerfoot and his brother Commissioners were 
about Dr. Kiley, and what pains were taken to let Dr. 
Biley himself know what the faults were which they 
desired him to explain and correct. 
2jw^J* The next letter is specially interesting, as showing 
j/r, BiUy- that matters were reaching a crisis just before Dr. 
Kiley's arrival in the United States. The letter is 
dated April 4. On the very next day Dr. Biley made 
his appearance unexpectedly in Pittsburgh. A good 
deal of rather warm conversation v^ent on in the 
bishop's study, but Dr. Eiley was able, somehow, to 
explain everything satisfactorily and regain the confi- 
dence of Bishop Eerfoot and of the Commission. 

The Bishop of Pittsburgh to the Bishop of Delatoare. 

Pittsburgh, April 4, 1879. 

My Dear Bishop Lee^ — ^If the documents come even by 
Good Friday, please telegraph me, and I will try to go. I 
will send now this message to you, and through you to the 
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meeting. I propose, as an evident duty, that a clear state- The bishops 
ment of our efforts and our failures to cany things on be ^^^ ^ ^ 
made, in privcUe^ printed letter, to all the bishops. In it tell 
our perplexities and our disabilities ; for we are disabled. If 
twelve bishops see fit, thereupon, to call for a meeting of the 
House of Bishops, let the House meet, and we will return our 
trust, or take new instructions and do the best we can. 
Only, we ought not to go on without fully informing the 
House of Bishops, and learning their judgment, or at least, 
by that letter, giving them the opportunity to meet and to 
revise the whole matter. I think we owe this to the House 
of Bishops, who have trusted the Commission so largely. 

Then we ought not to keep from the Church the real state ^ ^ Church 
of the case. It was not, indeed, put into our Commission to 
inform the Church here of facts in Mexico; but it is now 
true, and we know it, that the Church trusts us, and gives 
money and expects results, because we hold out and give no 
warning. We extorted from Mr. Mackintosh some news,^and 
put that forth (rightly enough), and the Church does trust us. 
I cannot and will not go on (e. g.) encouraging, by silence 
even, the Mexican Guild of my Diocese to raise and send 
money. We have no adequate information as to its use in 
Mexico. • • • • 

Fatting two and two tc^ether, as the phrase is, it suhap coxe s 
seems highly probable that the Rev. Dr. Hale — a *^'* 
learned liturgical scholar — had imbued Bishop Coxe 
with the fears about the Mexican liturgy which he 
(Dr. H.) freely uttered in the Episcopal residence in 
Baltimore. Dr. Hale's fears were natural, but, as 
Bishop £erfoot showed, unfounded. In regard to 
this whole matter, the reader should remember that^ 
as the actual words of the liturgy are not before us 
(we know not why they have not yet been published), 
it is something more than unjust to make charges and 
dark insinuations against a Commission of seven 
bishops. 
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The Biihop of PUUbwrgk to ike Biekop of Wettem New York. 

Pittsburgh, AprU 26, 1879. 

T^jfokmOr; My Dear Biehop (7o«e,— I value your suggestious, thou^ 
iSmtkS^^^ cannot think some of them ^^ valid.*' Loyson's case is 
^Jj* <^ ••v- world-wide other than Mexico. The right, or the wrong, of 
the two have no kinship. My measure in judging was. What 
is necessary 7 We can ask— ^require— no more. I think we 
got all this and more. I am sure there might be more in 
symmetry, etc. I set before my mind the present Church of 
EnglancPs H. Com. Office as the least and lowest permissible 
line. This Mexican service rises above that. Can we, ought 
we, to require more? The Spanish original Offices, in print, 
were before us. These are translations^ and no doubt less 
elegant and churchly in wordmg than the origmal. These 
are largely Mozarabic, but, to us, translations from Spanish, 
itself translations of Latin, etc. 

But, as I wrote to Bishop Bedell this morning, you made 
some suggestions that we ought to have thought of; others 
that would have readily been adopted if made in our meetings, 
and some that you would have seen to be not necessary if jou 
had been in our Conference 

You are right about the need of a rubric directing Confirma- 
tion and giving details as to sponsors, etc.* Thai will be 
added readily. Holy Communion. 1st. The Mozarabic element 
is clear ; but, twice translated into that copy, it does not strike 
the eye, perhaps ; 2d. I think this Office is as nearly primitive 
as the Church-of-England Office ; 3d. And its terms of speech 
are very like Mozarabic originals — ^responsive so as to seem 
almost colloquial. 

As I wrote yesterday, the adoption and use of this Church 
Year as our Prayer'Booh gives it, and Collects (some exceed- 
ing many of ours in beauty) from Mozarabic, etc., sources, 
and our Epistles and Gospels, were expressly pledged ; so our 
Prefaces, I am confident, were pledged to be taken. They, 
or their equivalents, must be secured; and this, I think, was 
fully understood. 

5. Offertory, too, will be, I am sure. 



■ ■ * ■ » ■■■ 
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6. Alternate forms of admmistering elements '^ undesira- 
ble." Fe«, but not inadmissible* 

7* Oblation and invocation not as express as in our, the 
noblest of all, Eucharistic services. Not at all in €hurch-of« 
England Office. I think I saw the two things far more — i, «., 
truly — ^taught and done in this Mexican Office than in the 
English Prayer-Book. Have we the right to require what the 
EngUsli Prayer^Booh omits ? 

8. More and more definite rubrics* Yes^ you are right 
about the consecration of more elements, and the reverent 
consumption of remtuning consecrated elements. This omis- 
sion to be supplied at once. 

9. Surely print the black rubric — as a note, not as a part 
of the office : this is what is meant. 

10. The copy can be made anew ; but we were four days 
at work there, and home-work delayed. I trust all your 
scruples will be met. You preach, surely ? • . . . 

I believe that my '^ suggestions " and your letters will 
bring full content and satis&ction to you. Oh, how I long to 
see this great work through! I am anxious and weary with 
thinking, travelling and writing about it. But I am fully 
clear that we are doing right, and that Biley is the one chosen 
of God ; but I could shake him hard for putting us to so much 
anxiety by his willful immethodicalness (a Mozarabic word !}• 
Very lovmgly yours, J. B. K. 

The Bishop of Pittsburgh to the Rev. Dr. Hale. 

Pittsburgh, May 14, 1879. 
My Dear Dr. Stiles'—I thank you for your letter. You^;^ jy^^,^^ 
must have got a very mistaken idea of what the Commission 'fif^J^^^^fv 
approved, if you saw only the incomplete slips that Mr. V. 8ion. ^^"*^ *" 
could hand you. We spent four days in improving the work 
brought to us, and very cheerfully submitted to our reforming. 
Every point you name was re'wrought by us^ and that process 
is not yet quite over. Of course, the final Spanish form will 
be given by Dr. B. and Mr. V. Bishop Lee verified the 
Spanish as we all wrought on the English. We had no plan 
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to print for public trial before consecrating a bishop* We of 
coarse hope and think that the Chwrck will generally approve, 
and we wish no mystery ; bat the Commission most meet its 
own responsibility, and I think reasonable men will say that 
it has been met doly. Your preyioas work, as I asked Wem 
Whittingham to tell you, had been very usefiil and helpful. 
Will you send me (at cnce if yon can) any of the M&garahie 
forms of '* invocation '' you speak off That part of ^e 
Eucharistic office is not quite omitted^ but needs distinctness. 
My rule in this work has been to accept nothing Usm in force 
^J^^J^^^' than the Church-of-Enghmd Office. That has no ^' invoca- 
^^^ ^^ tion," real and distinct. We all miss it ; but we have no right 
to exact from Mexico mere than loe find and use in Ik^land, 
much as we value our far more perfect office. Only, you 
make a great mistake if you 'limit your anticipations by the 
unfinished paper yon saw. I wish, however, that we could 
have sent you to Mexico to meet with that Synod. Your 
studies and good taste and correct principles in litnrgic work 
would have been very useful to them. But they do «ad wM 
think for themselves ; and Uiey ought to do so. We may 
lead and teach them ; but it would be uncatholic and unwise 
to exact our own measure firom such a Church as a condition 
in giving the Episcopate. We require the esseniidls; and we 
get as much more as we ean 

The Bishop of PUtehurghto Miss WhiUingham^ for 

Bishop W. 

Pittsbui^h, May 26, 1879. 

Mg Dear Jlf.,~Your note (date 25th, postmark 24th) has 
just come. I am comforted to hear that your dear fattier 
holds on so well. The fads are thus : We met in New York. 
I took the offices to Baltimore. AU^ so far, approved. I sent 
them to Bishop Goxe. He demurred, and sent suggestions 
BUhop Coae siud requests. All his requisitions have been fhlly complied 
with and he is content. More than he required has been 
done. The seven bishops are satisfied. The Offices are much 
the better for these conferences by letter. Your &ther would 
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80 say, and will so say, when the copies, as now completed, 
can be sent. I have arranged for such copying this week, 
here ; and this, though by some twist in the current all this 
work comes here on me just in the few days I kept free for 
preparing for my Convention. Bishop Bedell was with me 
here for some hours on May 13 th. He was well satisfied. 
Dr. Biley was here (just from Bishop B. and Cleveland) on 
19th and 20th, and everything was fixed. Since then Bishop 
Bedell says : ^^Must have the final Spanish version made, fixed, 
printed, before consecration." It is impracticable ; would be 
most unwise. The effort would be a failure, a poor version, 
requiring revision after. Only one or two men among the 
bishops of the Commission know any Spanish — notone^ I guess, 
knowing enough to judge of style , etc., as Church Spanish. 
Our futile efiTorts to get Church German ought to be recol- 
lected. We consecrated Bishop Holly without such demands, 
and Bishop Schcresewsky not in Chinese • But the one only 
sensible way is open, and was agreed upon by Dr. Biley and 
me last week, before this latest and most curious requirement 
came. 

The ipsissima verba in English to be fixed June 23d4 
Several full copies ready before that, to be certified by both 
sides and kept. Dr. Biley sends or takes such fixed English 
from us to the Mexican Synod ; he and they make classical, 
Churchly Spanish version there, and print and send as copies 
in their Spanish. We English bishops submit the versicm wUhJ^^muy. 
to Spanish scholars and experts here, to do what we cannot 
do— 4. «., judge of the fidelity, etc., of the Spanish ; and thai 
Spanish not to he the authorized hook till we then agree to 
and confirm their version. This is the agreement made by 
Dr. Biley and me here a week ago, for suhmisaion to the Com^ 

mission on June 23d And if the seven bishops must 

succumb to unauthorized outside clamor, and not complete 
our trust in confidence in our own judgment, I dissent. Any- 
how, I must now for three weeks be let ofi*. I cannot rob my 
Diocese further. Only, if the consecration is contingent on 
such new conditions, I beg to learn it now, that I may save 
my people here and myself firom vain preparations and morti- 
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fying disappointments. . • • Pardon my earnestness. I am 
earnest and very anxious. • • • I send Bishop Bedell a copy 
of this. With dearest love to you all, ever lovingly yonrs, 

J. B. K* 

The Bukop ofPUUhurgk to the Bishcp of Maryland. 

Pittsburgh, June 3, 1879. 

Ammui4a My Very Dear Bi9hop^~^l send you a clear transcript of the 

jSS^ V^'^ two oflSces Just as I read them to you, save (1) that they are 
now provided with rubrics ; (2) witib provisions for theChurcIi 
year; (3) express provision for the Collects, Epistles and 
Gospels ; (4) the Prefaces : these so worded as to fit in with 
the preceding address to Ood Triune^ and not, as with us, to 
the Father ; the Mexicans specially seek to keep the address 
to the Triune Ood; and (5) at bottom of page 9 the rubric 
before put there "between *' remembrance of Me" and 
*^ Father, Son," etc., directing the presbyter to kneel^ is 
omitted, and now he keeps his standing posture still. [This 
^JJSJJ^JJ^M/ change was introduced, Bishop Kerfoot elsewhere says, to 
bring out more clearly the '^ sacrificial" aspect of the 

Eucharist; and this in a ^^ Zuinglian " liturgy I] 

Dr. Biley approves all these. Bishop Lee, who acts with 
me as a committee with power of the Commission, adopted 
1, 2, 3, 4 in advance ; on No. 5 he and I have not had time 
to consult, but I presume he will adopt that fully, as Dr. 
Riley did. These ofiices come once again before the Com- 
mission on June 23. Please send to me your assent or dissent^ 
that I may have the matter ready for the Commission's review 
and action when we meet June 23d, here. These offices went 

to Bishop Lee yesterday Please tack this leaf of this 

note on to the MS I send ; and as soon as you have examined 
the MSS fully, please forward them by mail to Bishop 
Stevens, and he will forward them to Bishop Littlejohn. I 

send a copy to Bishops Coxe and Bedell. 

J. B. K. 

The above letter, with the proposed liturgy, was 
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I received in Baltimore on Wednesday, June ith. 

•{ Bishop Whittingham was then too ill (after the 

fatigues of the Diocesan Convention) to give the 
matter full attention. By his desire, his secretary 
c opied the whole in red and black inks, retained the 
copy to await Bishop W.'s inspection, and sent the 
original, with Bishop Eerfoot's letter, by express to 
Bishop Stevens on June 5th.' This is the liturgy 
which contained the famous rubrical amendments of 
Bishop Coxe of which, says Dr. Brand (p. 268), Bishop 
Whittingham never knewl Eleven days after this^i^^^^^^ 
Bishop W. deliberately dictated the assent Bishop ^?^^'»^ 
£erfoot had asked for to Bishop Lee, saying, ^^Iha/oe 
gvoen attention to the comments that*have been made 
on our relations to the Mexican Church, and have 
found no occasion to depart from my concurrence," etc. 

The Bishop of Piitahurgh to the BUhop of Western New York, 

Pittsburgh, June 5, 1879. 

My Dear Brother of Western New Tork^ — ^I have read and 
reread Mr. G.'s letter, and can see nothing in it save the^^J^JJ^^ 
natural curiosity of men— good men — about things put into the M^(fed, 
trust given by one authority to other men. He proposes 
that, after years of waiting and vigilant working, the bishops 
should stop till he and others had inquired, judged and ap- 
proved ; till newspapers were ready to vote ! Now, we— the 
House of Bishops and their Commission— have never concealed 
anything ; have had no more reticence than any such grave 
matter of slow progress always dictates. The demand to know, 
all along, each step, and our reasons for it, is unbecoming. 
Fidelity to our trust—- as well as self-respect— bids us go on 
and do our duty righteously, and ask impatient brethren to 
wait on in becoming trustfulness, and not to suspend their 

> Letter of Bishop Whittingham's secretary to Bishop Kerfoot, June 

s^ism 
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confidence on tlie didly satisftciion of thdr curiosity. 

Beyen bishops chosen by the House of Bishops (under Article 

X of the Coastitation) ought to be, perhaps are, &ithful and 

competent — as much so, probably, as the brethren mrho 

criticise ; and if our brethren of aU orders were asked hy as 

now. Shall we fulfill our own trust, or wait for the public 

dhiection f the answer of nine-tenthB would be— ninety-nine 

hundredths—** Do the work given U you to do ; or, if yoa 

doubt your fitness, vacate your places and let men be pat in 

who Mn and io>U.'' • • • • 

^^J^* Now, about Eiley's loyalty (to the Church). I have seen 

much of him this spring— Oeut more than ever before ; and I 

have spent very many hours in New York and here with him 

in inqmry and discussions about these offices and their 

prineipleg. I more than ever believe Dr. B. fitted for his 

work. He has been studying and learning and thinking 

out. His Churek principles have been cultivated rightly, 

and are growing wholesomely. He is far more prepared than 

when I first knew him for this Mexican Episcopate. He is 

ready for and needs what we can effectively impart, if we 

trust and counsel him— true Catholic principles. This cruel 

distrust of some men will tend to hinder this most necessary 

mutual confidence. Especially now that lir. Yaldespino is 

not to live, will much depend on Dr. B. Hernandez is very 

Protestant— and no wondtt>-«nd the mass of the people of 

that Church follow him. B. wishes to guide safbly, and 

bring Hernandez and his followers along peacefully. Some 

Churchmen among us, with their rash zeal, . • . . would 

scatter that as yet untaught flock by demands not sober in 

themselves, and anyhow premature No ! God forbid ! 

.... We^ the true Church, with our apostolic succession, 

which we dare not send to others unless we can coop it up 

in strict Protestant-Episcopal-Anglo-Saxon-American-Yan- 

kee-lath-and-nail cribs. Good-bye. All the more for such 

and twenty other like topics ought you and I to have a good, 

full day's discourse here on the 23d. Ever affectionately 

yours, 

J. B. K« 
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The preceding letter shows the drift of Bishop 
Kerfoot's thought. He was anxious to avoid the 
mistake which our mother Church of England made, 
one hundred years ago, from timidity and over- 
caution, in withholding from us for so long the guid- 
ance of the Episcopate. The remlt^ it must be ac- 
knowledged, suggests the old line: 

Incidit in ScyUam, cuptens vitare Charybdim, 

The Presiding Bishop to the Bishop of PHtaburghm 

New York, Lord's Day, June 29, 1879. 

My Very Dear Bishop of Pittsburgh^, — ^Having recently 
entered my 86th year, and very much prostrated by the 
excessive heat, I am not able to go to church to-day. 

At the request of Bishop Lee, I transmitted to His Grace of 
Canterbury, yesterday, a summary report of the consecration ontKecoMeera- 
of Bishop Biley. ^^/ ^<«*<?p 

I participate enthusiastically In all that the dally papers 
have said, and doubtless shall in all our religious papers will 
have to say, of a transaction in many remarkable respects 
transcending in importance any somewhat similar events in 
the Church history of any age or country. 

Minds of the very aged have a perverse habit of associating Bminiteences 
any such event with others of a grave character not at all ^^*^ *"**"• 
likely to occur to those who have no such memories. 

I belonged to the Convention of Pennsylvania of 1829. 
The day before, the Rev. Dr. Hopkins called at my humble 
dwelling in Cherry street to confer with me on the subject of 
a proposal he was to make to the Convention, asking that his 
small but very promising theological school, in Pittsburgh, 
should be received under the shadow of its wings. I promptly 
and emphatically expressed the opinion that the Convention 
was not prepared for it, and would most likely blight its 
buddmg hopes. 

The Church at large was then as blind to the possibilities 
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of the Church in the West as it was thirty years later to those 
of the illimitahle Northwest and Southwest. 

Many years afterwards, when Dr. Hopkins was assistant 

rector of Old Trinity, Boston, I was the guest of a leading 

vestryman of St. Paul's. With vast foresight (by far too 

vast) the doctor was urging upon the very peculiar vestiy of 

Old Trinity that if they would raise 410,000 to endow an 

Episcopal Theological Seminary Professorship at Cambridge, 

he would be glad to accept it. ** Why," remarked my friend, 

*^ they would not subscribe ten cents to save the old church 

over there." Thus opened before him the far more arduous 

field of the Diocese of Vermont. If I am still here to write 

Hiumfuit on many such schemes (some of my own, too,) I am 

here to thank God and take courage that the Vermont school 

is " redivivus," and that a well-endowed theological seminary 

is modestly but firmly facing the old Seminary of Cambridge, 

with prospects reversed, and with all that sublime assurance 

as to which shall survive, which we have that our God and 

Saviour are on our side. ** Wherefore comfort one another 

with these words." Faithfully and afi'ectionately the oldest 

of your elder brethren, 

B. B. Smith. 

I find that out of our sixty*five bishops I have taken order 
for thirty-five. 

The Bishcp of Pittsburgh to the Bishop of the Valley of 

Mexico. 

Pittsburgh, April 28, 1880. 
imptorei BisJuf ^V I>^or Bishop Riley ^ — 1 received yesterday your letter of 
^i^}^ *^« 15t^- ^^ is very welcome, and will be to all our Commis- 
sion to hear from you, for we all have been in sore perplexity 

from your silence But we are powerless now to press 

any plan for you and the Mexican Church while you are 
absent and the Baptismal and Communion offices are left 
unratified and untranslated. If these matters and the visita- 
tions expected from you in Mexico remain much longer un- 
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accomplished, your whole mission in Mexico will go to ruin. 
But if ai once you return to Mexico and will write to us 
promptly and fully of yourself and your work, we can yet save 
the Mexican Church . . • • I cannot write more plainly 

than this, for I do not know the facts If you would 

think into what distress your delays and silence have put us, 
you would come back to Mexico at once. Do, my brother^ ad 
now J if you love us or our joint work, and if you care at all for 
that young Church which your delay puts into x>6ril of 
destruction, 

I pray God to rescue you and our whole work from afv- 
proaching ruin. We shall confer and make all effort for you if 
you return, otherwise we shall have to give up all hopes. 
God bless you ! I am truly your brother, 

J. B. Kebfoot. 

The following is the last letter in the bishop's copy- 
ing book, written the day after the sickness (scarlet 
fever) attacked him and his three children. They 
were all taken sick on May 12th. (See Chap. XXIV.) 

The Bishop of Pittsburgh to the Bishop of the Valley of 

Mexico. 

Pittsburgh, May 13, 1880. 

My Dear Bishop BUey,-—! hope that before this you are on 
your way to Mexico, or to this country. But I send you this 
note from Bishop Lee. I sent your letter to me and my 
answer to you to Bishop Lee, to be sent on through all the 
Commission of bishops. I pray God, if He will, to save our 
Mexican work, that you may at once and fully carry out the 
plans agreed upon last June by you and the Commission. 
There is now barely time for you to get to Mexico ; begin 
your Episcopal work there ; write from there to us here that 
you are there and at work — that the Baptismal and Com- 
munion offices as we agreed upon them are duly ratified and 
in actual use now. And then you come to New York in 
October next, to meet us and report, that we may report to 
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the House of Bisbope. Unless you do aU this mno^ the work 
will perish. The fiiult will not be oun* Do, my dear 
brother, for Christ's sake, at once work with us as we thought 
you would, as you promised you would. 

Very heartily your true Mend, 

J. B. Kekfoot. 

j^^"^ The following is Bishop Kerfoot's last letter on 

f'^oUirt, Mexican matters. He writes sorrowfdlly, hoping that 

Bishop Biley will yet do what he had promised. The 

handwriting is tremulous, and betrays the feeble health 

of the writer : 

The Bishop of Pittsburgh to the Bishops of Delaware and of 

Pennsylvania, 

No. 11 Cliff Street, Pittsbm-gh, Pa., Nov. 29, 1880. 

My Dear Bishops Lee and Stevens, — Your joint note of 15th 
inst. came to me on the 27th inst. 

My health continues quite insufficient to permit my taking^ 
any part in any of my previous work. Duty to my Diocese 
and to the Mexican Commission compels me to leave tin- 
changed the decision I made known to you all some months 
ago. 

I deem the action of the House of Bishops wise and 
canonical every way. Bishop Wliittingliam's decease and 
my necessary withdrawal left two vacancies in our Com- 
mission which our House has filled ; Bishops Williams and 
Doane will, I do not doubt, fill the duty well and fully. 
Please say this for me. They have the full authority from 
our House, and I trust that God will fill out all our need and 
crown our work with His guidance and blessing. I send my 
brotherly concurrence and full benediction to Bishop Riley, 
and the work he and we were pledged to promote, and my 
anxious hope and prayer is that he will now prosecute the 
plans agreed upon in July [?June], 1879. May God bless 
him and you all ! I am your loving brother, 

J. B. Kbrfoot, 
Bishop of Pittsburgh, 
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OHAPTEE XXIV. 

187»-1881. 

LAST YEABS. — ^DBATHS OF BISHOP WHITTINGHAM AND 

OF BBV. A. A. KBBFOOT. — ^DBATH OF BISHOP 

KBEFOOT. — CONCLUSION^ — LKTTKBB 

FBOM FBIBNDS. 

After the consecration of Bishop Eiley^ not many 
months of full work remained for Bishop Eerfoot 
In the summer he went, as usual, to^ his home in 
Mejersdale, a beautifdl village in the mountains in 
Somerset County, Pennsylvania. There he rested with 
his kind hostesses, the Misses Meyers, doing occasional 
duty and much reading and correspondence. 

One evening in October, 1879, as he was sitting in 
the parlor, a telegram was handed to him. It an^ 
nounced the death that mominff of his old friend and Sf?{?y ^***^ 

J^ WMUingkam. 

father, Bishop W hittingham. Though not unexpected, 
it was yet startling. He threw it on the table, and 
for some minutes could not speak a single word, 
seeming dazed and abstracted. The family picked it 
up and read it, and, entering into his feelings, did not 
disturb him. His own diary will briefly tell the 
history of the next days: 

DiABY. 

Friday, October 17.— Received telegram of death of my 
dear fnend and brother and father, Bishop Whittingbam, at 
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Orange, New Jersey, this morning, at 6 o'clock. — Saturday, 
18. Preparing to go to Orange. At 4.30 p. m. left Meyers- 
dale for Pittsburgh ; telegraphed Mr. William Metcalf of my 
coming to Pittsburgh. His carriage met me at Baltimore 
and Ohio Depot 8.15.— October 19, nineteenth Sunday afber 
Trinity. St. Paul's, Pittsbui^h ; read half the service and 
extempore sermon on St. Luke ; left Pittsburgh at 8 o'clock 
p. m. for New York.— October 20. At Newark, New Jersey, 
10 a. m. ; guest at my cousin^s, Mrs. Cortlandt Van Eens- 
selaer. By 2 o'clock with Bishop Whittingham^s family for 
three hours.— Tuesday, October 21. At Orange by 10 o'clock. 
Bishop Whittingham's body robed, and in his coffin; dear, 
grand face and head. At 11.30 I had prayers with Mrs. 
Whittingham and the family and those in the house. By 12 
o'clock Bishop Lyman and myself and the Standing Com- 
mittee of Maryland had led the funeral to St. Mark's Church, 
Bishop Lyman read all the service through the Lesson in the 
church. Then in the cemetery I read all the rest of the 
service at the grave of our Church's greatest bishop.* Four- 
teen bishops and one hundred clergy present. Then a meet- 
ing in the chapel. [Here Bishop Kerfoot attempted to speak 
of Bishop Whittingliam, but he could not restrain his tears 
or command his voice, and had to resume his seat. The 
emotion which overpowered him was more impressive than 
any speech. In a short time he continued, saying a few 
touching words of deepest feeling, quite unlike anything 
usually said in such obituary eulogies.] I went back to the 
house and lunched, and spent two hours with the fiEunily ; 
tlien back to Newark. Other days spent in New York and 
at Woody Crest.- Thursday, October 23. At Orange and at 
Mrs. Whittingham's till 4.30. Took Mary and Maggie out to 
the cemetery with flowers for their fsither's grave. Left 
Newark at 9 o'clock for Pittsburgh. 



*[Dr. Brand, Vol. II., p. 865, 
seems to say that Bishop Pinkney 
committed Bishop WhittiDg- 
bam*B body to the ground. This 
is a mistake. This part of the 



service was read, as every one 
felt it ought to be, by Bishop 
Kerfoot, as he records in his 
diary, and as the present writer 
saw and heard at the time.] 
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In the months that followed, Bishop Kerfoot was 
often weary with his work, and would sometimes say, 
referring to Bishop Whittingham's death, "I, too, 
have received my warning." But his Diocesan duties 
were still attended to much as usual: there are daily 
records of visitations, sermons prepared, interviews, 
business of all kinds. His mind constantly recurred 
to the bereaved family of Bishop Whittingham, with 
whom he sympathized as suffering a common sorrow 
with them. The following letters, some of them 
among the last that he wrote in health, belong to 
these months : 



The Bishop of Pittsburgh to Miss Whittingham. 

Fittsboigh, December 2, 1879. 

My Dear if.,— My thoughts ran to Baltimore, to St. Paul's 
Church,* and still more to you all in your home-circle to-day. 
I am tight-locked under my doctor's key. A severe cold . • . 
taken four weeks ago » • • has become acute bronchitis, and 
my physician forbids all work and journeying. • . • 

This is the anniversary of your dear father's birth, and I 
have just re-read my memorandum of his strong, humble 
words to me, spoken January 18 [1879], about his review of his 
life and each year of it, on this day, one year ago, December 2, 
1878.' Those words are as full of his deep personal spiritu- 



> [The aUiuion is to the service 
In memory of Bishop Whltting- 
ham, Bishop Atkinson preaching 
the sermon.] 

* [This was the "very impress- 
ive interview" of which Bishop 
Eerfoot speaks in his diary, 
quoted in the previous chapter. 
Bishop Whittingham's wOrds are 
worth qnotlng, not only as uttered 
by him on so solemn an occasion, 



but because they may also, in the 
Ught of the above letter, be taken «|-»^ Whll- 
as expressing Bishop Eerfoot's ^in^Aam*^ 
own feelings and convictions to- "^**' *'*/*"'*" 
wards the close of his life. The 
words are copied from a rough 
pencil memorandum made by 
Bishop Eerfoot immediately after 
he left Bishop Whittingham's 
chamber : 
"January 17, 1879. Baltimore,— 
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ality and humblo fidth, as of his strong, massive theology — 
that theology made his own subjective experience. — Well, 
now, for many weeks, as we count time here, he has seen the 
Lord in whom he trusted with such self-renouncing fiuth, eye 

to eye, in His glory It would have been my grateful 

duty to Join with others in any memorial of his worth and 
power, but I could not go. No one there to-day more reveres 
and lovea his memory . . • God bless you all ! Very lovingly 
yours, J. B. K. 

The Bishop of Pittsburgh to Miss Whiitingham* 

Pittsburgh, Dec. 9, 1879. 

My Dear Child Jf.,— Your letter of the 3d was very wel- 
come, and on the whole gave good news of you all I 

am getting through my bronchial trouble, which has been 



Kerfoot 1 I wish to tell yon that 
while I have lain here, feeble in 
body, these many days and weeks, 

1 have lived near my God— never 
nearer— never so near in all my 
days. I have seen my many short- 
comings and transgressions; bnt 
I jnst bundled them all np in one 
bundle and nailed them to the 
Cross of my Savionr; and He 
cancelled them all; and so they 
were all nanght, all naught to me, 
by the merit of His atonement 
before my God." 

** January 18, 1879.— I want to 
say to you that, as I entered my 
74th year (December 2, 1878), and 
looked back over my life— there 
it was, one long roll, reaching 
the length of the room— a long 
record unrolled— each year of 
them all fh)m the first having its 
record, all telling of my short- 
comings, crumpled and stained 
with my sins. He, my [it is not 



certain whether the next word is 
one or own— most probably the 
former] Saviour, Just blotted 
out all in His own blood, and 
gathered up the whole roll and 
fastened it to His Cross; and then 
He took me as I lay in the dust 
at His feet and Ulled me up, a 
poor sinner, bnt by His grace a 
member of His body— His own 
body— in which He died for me, 
and rose again for me, and in 
Himself raised me, too, and then 
He presented Himself and me in 
Himself before the Father " [four 
or five more words are illegible]. 
Bishop E. notes also that 
Bishop W., not being able, from 
his disease, to receive Just then 
the Holy Communion (which he, 
Bishop E., wished to administer), 
used these words : ** Tou know, of 
coursey tJuU HU pretence it alwayt 
with IM."] 
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tight and stubborn. My doctor still shuts me hidoors 

If I can, I must go to Philadelphia • • • • next week, to meet a 
committee of the General Convention. Possibly then, if not 
pretty soon, I will come to Baltimore, for I much long to see - 
you all. I am glad the memorial service was, on the whole, 
so satisfactory. Bishop Lyman gave me some idea of Bishop 
Atkinson's discussion of the political questions of 1861-1865* 
.... Mr. Brand's sermon (thank you for it) I enjoyed. 
• • . • Brand loved deeply and spoke appreciatingly .... 
tAs to the proposed Memoir\ I will try to give help in any 
reminiscences, especially in the matters of the College, and 
his grounds in civil issues, and on Bitualistic doctrmes and cere- 
monies. But I feel no aptness for such work You, 

M., are to be the author and editor. . • . • No one else 
could do this work so well. . • • • 

To the Same. 

Pittsburgh, Dec. 29, 1879. 

My Dear if.,— I have been sending, in a better way even 
than man's post or telegraph, Christmas love and New 
Year's cheer to you and all yours. Chastened and shadowed 
to you all this Christmas must be ; and yet for your loved one, 
and so for you all, this Qhristmas is oh ! how far better, far 
better, than the last I No pain now! All joy and rest! 
Praise now, evermore ! Even penitence over now forever ! 
Full acceptance ; sight eye to eye ; Paradise now ; no more 
trial of patience, but the fruition of all discipline and the 
completion of every hope !..••! have laid out my duties 
and appointments for six months ahead, but my plan leaves 
January and February free from long journeys— except 
that I mean to get to see you all in Baltimore near the close 
of January 

This purpose was accomplished, and he paid his ^^^^ 
last visit to Baltimore and his loved friends there 
January 21, 1880. 
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DiABT. 

Jan. 21.— Left Piitoburgh 8.26 a. m., and by 7.30 in 
Baltimore; at Mn. Whittingfaam's by 8 o'clock. Warm 
welcome. 

Jan. 22.— Oyer at Mr. W. 6. H/8 for an hour. Then at 
work with Miss Maggie at letters, sermons, etc., of Bishop 
W. all day, till evening. 

Friday, Jan. 23.— All the morning reading papers and 
sermons for the press. .... Afternoon, the same. . • . « 
Busy, pleasant day. 

Jan. 24.— Morning at sermons of Bishop W. for press 

Left Baltimore at noon ; home by 11.45 p. m. ; idl well. 

On March 5, 1880, he writes again to Miss Whit- 
tingham : 

I wish very much to hear firom and of you all, and so I 
must write. And I know you will welcome a letter from me. 
I have no news to send, but what you know untold, of 
work, work — some that can be ^^ reported,'' far more that fills 
a bishop's hours and thoughts, often anxious ones, but which 
admits of no telling. I am now well into my Tisitations. 
[Then follow many questions about members of the fiimily, 
and then he asks :] What about the sermons ? Will they 
come out at Easter, as you thought? And about the Memoir 7 
.... I am not forgetting the story about the College : when 
will that be needed? I should so much enjoy having a few 
hours among you, to see you all and talk over all your con- 
cerns 

8wtH memories. Qh, how dear and sweet the memories about my dear bishop 
and friend that come up among College memories ! It is a 
strange thought, yet, that there are to be here and now no 
more such meetings and bright, sacred hours and talks. 
And " General Convention " in October next seems to me 
unattractive, since he is not to be among us and at our head. 
Best love to all, my dear child. From your loving, 

J. B. K. 
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The letter which follows is the last that Bishop 
Kerfoot wrote in health. On the evening of this day, 
May 17th, his throat became almost entirely paralyzed, 
and his year's struggle with disease began. 

7^e Bishop of Pittsburgh to Miss Whittingham, 

Pittsburgh, Whitsun Monday, 1880. 

My Dear M.^ — ^Mrs. Kerfoot takes me to account for 
omitting to write for her her thanks for the photograph' you 
sent of your dear &ther. It came just as she was busy pre- 
paring for her yisit to Kew York, and I asked her to let me 
send her love and thanks. She went to New York for her 
three weeks' visit, and I went off. on my duties and kept 
going incessantly ; peccatum meum ! She will not rest till 
your scolding comes to me. 

Mrs. E. went and came back on Thursday last, quite well, 
but on Wednesday a scarlet-fever gust struck our home ; ^'''"^'**^*"^- 
sickened us all, K. very severely ; so that when I met Mrs. 
K. on Thursday evening at our depot, I had to tell her of the 
hospital she was coming to. AH has gone well. K., dear 

child, is recovering from a very painful attack I liad 

a day of sickness, but notliing of account. Of course I had to 
give up a journey of ten days, that would have taken me 300 
miles away into the oil-regions. Duty to home was clear ; 
and right thankful I was to be caught so peremptorily before 
I got off from my home. But I am quite hopeful that all will 
be bright soon. How are you all? When you write that 
scolding, tell us all about yourself and yoursehes—eXi. . • • 

With love to you all, very lovingly yours, 

J. S. K. 

The "scarlet-fever gust" of which the above letter 
speaks proved to be very serious. All the family were 
attacked by it (except Mrs. Eerfoot), and Mr. Abel 
Kerfoot never rallied. The Bishop's own brief diary 
will best record what happened during these sad days : 
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From Bishop Eebfoot'b Diaky. 

March 1, 1880.— [His birthday.] Down town to Dr. L.'a 
about my deafness, . . • Letter to Dr. Diller [see ante, p. 
12]. Sixty-four years old to-day! Forty-three years a 
deacon, forty years a priest ; read over the Ordination Offices 
and reyiewed my ministry. God forgiye and help! 1816, 
1837, 1840, 1880. . . . 

Wednesday, May 12.— Household sick. I woke up sick, 
and by noon aU with sore throat; but I went on during the 
day to get ready for starting on Saturday for Bradford* 

Two days lat^r, the doctor being no longer doubtful 
what it was, he turns back to this page and writes in 
pencil: Sdarlet feoer. 

DiABY CONnmTBD. 

Thursday, May 13. — The doctor said I must not leave 
home. Tdegraphed to Bmdford. At 11 o'clock I met my 
wife safe and well from New York. Glad to have the mofhtr 
back in a sick house. . . • 

Sunday, May 16, 1880.— -I was kept indoors by sickness of 

the family. • • • • My own throat not yet well My 

thoughts out after those places I was to have visited. I 
read up two or three of Liddon's Univernty Sermons and 
parts of Forbes on Nicene Creed. 

Monday, May 17. — A paralysis of my voice came. My 

lips would not articulate It was the poison of the 

scarlet fever 

Thursday, May 20. — • • • • Hard to get attendants from 

fear of the sickness Sad, anxious week. Dr. Fleming 

very careful. 

Saturday, May 22.— My voice a little better ; the rest doing 
well, save Abel; .... but I must bring myself to doing 
nothing for and in Convention, and to withdraw all promise of 
work for the summer. 

Tuesday, May 25^—. . • • Bev. Dr. Norman here with us 
from Sunday noon : a great help and support. 
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The next entries note the gradual sinking, from day lUnessand 
to day, of his son Abel, with many tender notices of 
his goodness and affection. 

Dear Abel very weak ; • . • • not in pain ; . • • • prayer 
his constant enjoyment. 

May 27.— Dear son's iUness goes on Sweet recol- 
lections of early lessons — Collect for seconi Sunday after 
Trinity, the first he ever learned by heart, and of his mother's 
early lessons. She heard the sweet memories 

June 1. — Our dear son yery weak, but yet living 

On Sunday, June 6th, the end came, and Bishop 
Serfoot made the only Aill entry for many days: 

Abel AnderMon Kerfoot^ my dear son, died in peace and 
perfect quietness at 10 minutes after 10 o'clock a. m., in his 
own room and bed ; his dear, brave, loving mother and his 
two sisters and myself watching around the dear, saintly 
man. He had lain unconscious for thirty-six hours ; his free- 
dom from pain was entire. For this and all His mercies, 
God's loving name be praised ! 

The diary speaks of the great kindness of friends : 
" The Eev. Dr. Norman, his physician of body and 
soul for these twenty-five days, offered the commenda- 
tory prayer." He mentions the aid of Messrs. W. M.^ 
B. M., J. B. J. and J. H. 8., by which he was enabled 
to meet all expenses, and to purchase a suitable lot 
in Homewood Cemetery, "where we may pnt our 
son's body to rest, and where we propose bringing the 
remains of our four children from Maryland." — " June 
7. Day calm and bright. Dear friends abundant in 
their sympathy and love. Borrowing, yet full of joy 
for the blessing sent by God to crown His and onr 
dear child's life and death." 
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Ab«r$ curoeter The Rev. Abel Andenon Eerfoot, Bishop Kerfoot's 
firot-bom child and only snrviying son, was a singa- 
larly fine and attractive character. He thoronghly 
fulfilled the bright promise of his early years, and, 
while his health permitted, he was indefatigable in 
the active duties of the ministry. His home-letters 
and diaiy in England in 1867, when he was only 
twenty-fonr years old, give a pleasant impression of 
him. He was ordained priest, and for some years did 
fnll work, but about the year 1873 his health entirely 
broke down, and from that time until his death he 
was an invalid, requiring constant attention. Not- 
withstanding his poor health, he was all his life a 
hard student. He was well versed in the Anglican 
divines ; his mind was scholarly and accurate. Being 
his only surviving son, his father was most tenderly 
devoted to him, and his patient endurance of long ill- 
health, and his unfailing cheerfnlness, naturally 
endeared him all the more to his parents and family. 
Numerous passages in Bishop Kerfoot's letters and 
diaries recall the affection of the bereaved Archbishop 
Tait for his promising son, which has been so beauti- 
fully portrayed in the well-known memorial volume, 
Catherine and Craufurd Tait The Rev. Dr. 
Norman, who read theology with Mr. Abel Kerfoot, 
and was much impressed with his grasp of the sub- 
ject and the extent and accuracy of his information, 
has written an interesting sketch which brings out the 
goodness and loveliness of his character. Want of 
space forbids its reproduction in these pages, but 
room must be made for one short passage. In the 
last month of his life, when he was no longer able to 
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kneel down, Dr. Norman was assisting him to bed 
one night, when he said abruptly, ^' Let us pray." 
Besting his head on Dr. Korman's shoulder, he 
uttered these simple words : " O Heavenly Father I 
keep us safely through this night from every peril 
and evil. Help us to conform our imperfect will in 
all things to Thy perfect will, and then whatever 
may come to pass will be right — ^must always be 
right. Through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen." 
He whose spontaneous impulse prompted him to put 
his thoughts in such words as those must long have 
lived near his Master, and learned well to take up 
and carry the cross which his Heavenly Father had 
laid upon him. 

The death of Bishop Whittingham and the loss of 
his son were severe blows to Bishop Eerfoot. He 
was not equal to the daily care and toil that pressed 
upon him. To this must be added his keen disap- 
pointment and bitter grief at the failure of Bishop 
Biley to keep his promises to the Commission, and 
make the reform movement in Mexico fulfil the 
expectation of the Church. 

His days of hard work were nearly over. The c«o»ij^ day* <jf 
story of the last year — a year of continuous feeble- ^i ^^^^ 
ness — and of the closing days will be best told in the 
words of his daughter, who, with her mother and 
sister, watched his slowly ebbing life, and did all that 
love could suggest to alleviate his suffering and cheer 
his weariness : 

" As soon as all the convalescents could be moved (in 
June, 1880), the family went to their usual pleasant 
sunmier quarters at Meyersdale, and in the pure 
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mountain air the biehop improved so much that all 
around him began to look forward to his entire 
recoyery. Bnt in September a decided attack of 
paraljUB came on, and, though everything that 
medical Bcience conld deviae was done for him, it 
soon became evident that his strength was steadily 
failing. He was taken to the seashore for warm 
baths, and to New York for farther advice, and in 
December returned to his home in Pittsburgh. 
Through the long, cold winter he grew gradually 
weaker, though at times he would revive wonderfully, 
and those around him could scarcely give up hope. 
He was very gentle and patient all the time, and, 
though ardently desiring restoration to health and 
power to do his work, he was perfectly resigned to 
the will of God. If an exclamation of weariness or 
impatience would escape him, he would check it at 
once, and say, ^ Never mind : it is all right, it is all 
right.' The long days were very trying to his active 
disposition, as he could read or employ himself in any 
way for only a little while at a time. He was much 
cheered by the visits and devoted attention of his dear 
son and presbyter. Dr. Norman. Dr. Hitchcock, too 
(the rector of Trinity Church), his right hand in the 
Diocese and his loving and well-loved friend, brought 
him constant information of Diocesan affairs, and 
cheered him by his tender ministrations. It was 
pleasant to see the bishop's face brighten when he 
would hear that Mr. Wm. Metcalf or Dr. Hitchcock 
was in the parlor. And others of his loving clergy 
and laity were coming and going, and every tender 
attention was lavished on their bishop by those who 
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loved him and knew that his place would soon know 
him no more. Little children brought him flowers, 
and would come in to get a kiss from their bishop. 
Many poor people came to ask about him, and the 
tenderest sympathy came from all sides. His brother 
and other members of his family came to visit him 
yet once more. So his declining days were soothed 
by every tender ministration that love and reverence 
could bring to him. 

"He received the Holy Communion many times 
during the winter and spring, generally from the 
hands of Dr. Norman. He dwelt much on the Psalter, 
repeating the portion for the day over and over again, 
and spent much time in prayer for his people. He 
would lay his Diocesan Begister open before him, and 
then pray for each clergyman and each parish and 
mission, thinking of and mentioning their special 
needs, and would say, ^ I cannot work for my people 
now, so I must pray for them all the more.' 

" It was decided to make the move to Meyersdale Renrnesfrwn 
the last week in May, and Mr. 8. H. Kerfoot came oxi Mej^rSSSe^ 
to be with his brother dnring the journey. Jnst 
before starting, one of the family noticed the bishop 
going quietly round his study, touching each book* 
case with his hand and saying, ^Good-bye, good-bye' 
to each. Then, standing by his writing-table and 
looking round on his much-loved books, he said, 
* Perhaps I shall see you all again, perhaps I shall 
come back so^ with a motion of his hands to indicate 
a person being carried. 

"At Meyersdale he seemed to revive somewhat, 
walked about a good deal, and at times would con- 
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Torae with hiB old energy and merrim^it After his 
brother returned home, Dr. Norman was with him for 
some time; and the bishop walked up to the little 
church with him and spent some time there in prayer. 
It was the last time he entered the house of God in 
life. Fresh attacks of faintness and sinking canoe on, 
and it was evident to all around him that the end 
could not be long delayed. His wonted energy never 
entirely failed him ; he would be dressed every day 
and be helped down stairs. He would sit on the 
piazza, too weak to speak much, but interested in what 
others were talking of, and much amused by watching 
the little children of the family of Dr. Meyers at their 
play. 

^ As his strength failed more and more, his heart 
seemed to turn longingly to the home awaiting him. 
One would hear him say to himself, 'That other 
world, that other world — I want to go into that other 
world'; *I want to be at rest'; *I want to be with 
Abel and with Bishop Whittingham.' 

" He received his last Communion from Dr. Nor- 
man's hands on the second Sunday after Trinity, the 
26th of June, 1881, the anniversary in the Church's 
year of his son's death. 

^' On Wednesday evening, the 6th of July, he came 
down stairs for the last time. Too weak to speak, he 
lay in his easy-chair and watched the pretty froUcs of 
two baby sisters who had been brought in to see him, 
with a lovely, unearthly smile on his face which 
seemed to all who saw it to be a benediction on these 
little lambs of his flock. 

^< During the next few days his weakness increased. 
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and he was often hardly conBcious ; then brightening 
for a few minutes at a time, saying some loving word 
to those about him, or breaking out into some fervent 
ejaculation of prayer or praise. On Thursday evening, 
July 7th, he said, ^ I want to go to God ; I want to 
see God — to be near God'; then in clear, strong, 
fervent tones, *0 Godl my Counsellor and Guide, 
my Protector and Frimd I ' with a marked emphasis 
on * Friend.' On Friday, July 8th, while sitting by his 
window, he suddenly broke out into one of his raptures 
of praise, and after repeating several verses from 
various Psalms, begati the 150th, saying it through 
to the end in a clear, ftiU voice, with eyes uplifted 
and radiant countenance. But as he finished the last 
verse, ^Let everything that hath breath praise the 
Lord,' his face changed, his head drooped, his eyes 
filled, and turning to his daughter, who was sitting 
beside him, he said, ' But I am of small account to 
praise the Lord.' 

^^ Not many hours afterwards, at about seven o'clock 
Friday evening, July 8th, another attack of paralysis 
came on, from which he did not revive, and uncon- 
sciousness supervened. Dr. Norman telegraphed to 
Pittsburgh, and Saturday brought Mr. Miller, Mr. 
Metcalf and Dr. W. H. Daly to their bishop's bedside. 
All through Saturday night and that hot, still Sunday 
he lay in quiet unconsciousness, without any appear- 
ance of suflTering. Constant prayer was made beside 
his bed, and he was watched (as he would have chosen 
to be) by his loving presbyters and laymen, one of 
these last a St. James's boy. 

^^ Towards evening he began to sink more rapidly. 
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and a little after seven o'clock on the fourth Sunday 
10, i»L after Trinity, July 10, 1881, while the Bnnset light 

was streaming into his room, and all the bells in the 
little town were ringing for evening service, his 
gentle breathing ceased, and his happy soul entered 
into ^that other world' for which he had beea 
longmg. 

^^ Yeiy early the next morning he was carried to the 
special car sent for him, and taken back to the home 
in Pittsburgh he loved so well, and where he had 
spent so many happy, busy years." 
TfuftmeraL '^^^ fimewJ — a very simple and unostentatious onei 
for none other would have accorded with his wishes — 
took place from Trinity Church, Pittsburgh, on July 
13th. At that season of the year, the heat of mid- 
summer, most of his friends were scattered far and 
wide, yet those that were within reach gathered at his 
grave in Homewood Cemetery ; and some came from 
a considerable distance. Kearly every one of his 
brother bishops was far away, some in Europe, others 
at the seashore, others engaged in visitations. Only 
the Bishop of Illinois was able to attend, and he came 
at no little inconvenience from !N^ew Jersey, where he 
was taking a summer rest. The following account of 
the funeral services is taken from one of the Church 
papers of the day : 

PiTTSBUBGH.— -Fttn«ra7 of Bishop Kerfooi.— The funeral of 
the Bight Eev. John B. Kerfoot, D. D., LL. D., took place 
in Trinity Church on Thursday, July 13th, at 11 a. m., and 
the spacious and beautiful edifice was filled to overflowing as 
tiie procession of clergy and mourners moved up the aisle. 
The Bishop of Illinois led the way, followed by a large 
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number of the clergy of the Diocese in sarplices. Next caiue 
the coffiD, covered with purple cloth, with two palm branches 
lying upon it, and borne by six of the clergy; then the 
mourners. . . • 

After the reading of the Lesson by the Rev. Dr. K. W. 
Camp, the hymn ^^Bock of Ages'' was sung, and the Rev. 
Dr. Hitchcock, the rector of the church, read the Lesser 
Litany, *' O Christ I hear us," etc., with suitable Collects. 
The Bishop of Illinois then pronounced the ^' Peace of God " 
to the vast kneeling and sorrowing congregation. As the 
procession left the church the hymn, '* Who are these in 
bright array?" was sung. 

The long cortege of carriages with the clergy and mourners 
then proceeded to the new and beautiful cemetery of ^^ Home- 
wood," in the suburbs of the city, where, in a choice spot, by 
the side of his son, the Rev. Abel A. Kerfoot, upon whose 
grave a very handsome and appropriate stone with recumbent 
cross has just been placed, the body of the deceased bishop was 
laid by the loving hands of his own clergy. The inside of the 
grave was neatly covered with branches of fresh hemlock, and 
in this soft and chaste receptacle the remains were reverently 
lowered. Then the solemn sentences, ^^ Man that is bom of 
woman," etc., were read by the Rev. Mr. Meach, and the 
Bishop of Illinois, who had purposely allotted almost all the 
service to presbyters of the Diocese, read the words of com- 
mittal. The choir sang the comforting words, ^'I heard a 
voice," etc. The Rev. Mr. Alsop said the two concluding 
prayers, and the Bishop of Illinois pronounced the benedic- 
tion. Seldom has the solemn burial service of the Church 
been sud under circumstances more impressive and touching. 
The absence of bishops who might have been expected to be 
in attendance was owing in part to sickness, but mainly to 
their having left their homes for summer recreation or travel. 

The character of Kerfoot as a man and as a bishop charaeurtf 
comes out so plainly in his life, and in his own letters ^^^ 
and diaries, diat it is not necessary to attempt any 
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elaborate description. There wae no concealment 
abont him; he ehowed his hand plainly; he was art- 
less and outspoken. A certain abruptness — ^perhaps 
one might say peremptoriness — of expression, and 
discarding of ornament, which may be noticed in his 
writings and correspondence, and his excessive use of 
itaUeSj which was a peculiarity also of Bishop Whit* 
tingham, were dne to his desire to come at once to 
the point — ^to say what he meant, and mean what 
he said, and leave no man in doubt about his meaning. 
While prompt in deciding and energetic in action, 
his estimate of himself, in his own heart, was lowly ; 
he was ready to listen to others, willing to acknowl- 
edge and correct his own mistakes. Honesty, 
reality, truthfulness, directness, sound, strong^ sense, 
combined with tenderness and great power of sym- 

no time, and allowed himself few indulgences. He 
greatly enjoyed travelling and fine scenery (as so 
many hard-working intellectual men do), and on 
such occasions he would throw aside care and 
enter heart and soul into the new scenes and recrea- 
tions of the moment. His voyages to Europe and 
his tours in England and on the Continent were 
true delights and great benefits to him. 

Though his correspondence was very large, and his 
visitations frequent, he managed to read much, and 
was well informed in all the leading events of the 
time, whether in the political or ecclesiastical world. 
He always found or made time for the study of Holy . 
Scripture, especially the Greek Testament, and such 
works as Bishop laghtfoot's Commentaries. Of Canon 
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Liddon's writings he was particularlj fond. His 
favorite manual of devotions was that of the incom- 
parable Bishop Andrewes. Having nsed a translation 
for some years, he possessed himself in 1849 of a copy 
of Pickering's beautiful edition of the Freces Privatae 
Quoiidicmaej Oraece et Zatmej which ever after 
became his constant companion. More than thirty 
years' use had thoroughly imbued him with the 
spirit of that book. Each page is filled with notes of 
special events, particular days and occasions, places, 
and names of friends living and departed. Many of 
the most touching traits of his character and inner Ufe 
might be made out by one who could understand and 
appreciate the private notes and marks on the margin 
of his Bishop Andrewes. 

Better than any portraiture by a single hand, will 
be the impressions which his life and character made 
upon those who knew and loved him. And these can 
be best given by presenting a few of the numerous 
warm-hearted letters which were received from many 
different quarters by his family after his death. Many 
of those which for lack of space cannot be printed, 
are as interesting and affectionate as these which follow. 

But, before these letters are given, it is fitting to 
place in the pages of this memoir the Minute -pre- Mimiubp the 
sen ted by the Bev. Dr. Hitchcock (who knew AndeoeiL 
loved him well) at the meeting of the clergy imme- 
diately after the funeral. It expressed in choice 
language, without any exaggeration, not only the 
feelings of the bereaved Diocese, but the real traits 
of character which made the bishop so loved by his 
people: 
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In the Bimplicity and godly sincerity of his walk and coa- 
yenation, in the qiuck and ready sympathy which he showed 
toward the sorrowful, the suffering and the sinful, and in the 
devout sphit of his public services and private life, he was a 
pattern to his clergy and his flock. Not less beautiful than 
his active life was his perfect resignation to God's ?rill during 
his long illness: no impatient or complmnlng word escaped 
him. He was ready either to take np his wortc t^ain, or ^^ to 
depart and be with Christ," as his Lord should dedde. 

Of him we may use the Apostle's words, ^^ Whose faith 
follow, considering the end of his conversation." 

We further desire to express our affectionate remembrance 
of his fiuthfulness as a bishop. He ever held and used his 
office as that of a shepherd to his flock, showing a personal 
interest in each one of them, and fulfilling toward them, as he 
had opportunity, a chief pastor's duty. He did not consider 
that duty discharged by the performance of the special func- 
tions of the Episcopate, but sought out the scattered members 
of Christ's body, made it his study to know them and minister 
to their wants. By personal intercourse as well as public 
teaching he worked for the good of souls and made his 
ministry fruitful. To the youngest and to the humblest, as 
well as to the matured and the honored, he was ^^ their servant 
for Jesus' sake." 

We would also bear testimony to his abundant labors in 
the administration of his Diocese, As its bishop he was 
foremost in all missionary work, and in such works found his 
refreshment and delight. To him it was never a burden, but 
a joyihl service to exercise his office in the remotest village, 
among the humblest of laborers, or in the widely scattered 
homes of those who are cut off from the regular ministrations 
of the Church. The Diocese was ever first in his thoughts 
and his prayers. How to extend the Church, which he held 
to be the divinely appointed means of salvation, how to dis- 
pense its blessings most freely to a sinful world, how to make 
it felt on those who are strangers to its privileges — this was 
his constant study. To his clergy he was a loving &th,er, a 
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fmthfal Mend and sympathizing counsellor. In labors, in 
self-sacrifice, in prayer, he was unceasing. His life was 
literally laid down in behalf of the fiock over which he was 
8et« His large attainments in theological learning, his wide 
range of classical and modem knowledge, were all consecrated 
to the service of the Church, and made him a power in the 
councils of his brethren of the Ej[Uscopate. 

Lettebs. 

The Bishop o/N&braska to Miss KerfooU 

Overlook, Omaha, July 11, 1881. 
My Dear Miss Annie^—1 had just mailed a letter to your 
dear &ther when a telegram from Dr, Hitchcock brought me BMopqfNe- 
the distressing tidiogs of his death. I wish it were possible *'^"**- 
for me to go to Pittsburgh and be present at the funeral of 
my revered and honored father, but important Diocesan 
duties that I cannot lay aside will prevent this. But you 
may be sure of my most affectionate sympathy, and that of 
all my household. No man ever lived who more completely 
filled out my ideal of a Christian friend, father, brother and 
bishop, and I shall feel his loss as long as I live. I need 
not, I am sure, say to you and to your afflicted mother where 
only your trust and stay can be in such an hour. You could 
not have been all your life with him without knowing more 
than I could tell you of those divine consolations which only 
are satisfying in the troubles and sorrows of life. Please 
assure your mother and all the family of my loving sympathy 
and most fervent prayers. I shall tMnk of you all on 
Thursday, and pray for you that you may be sustained and 

strengthened hi all your trials May God bless you all 

and keep you ever in His love and grace I 

Very truly youi; sincere friend, 

BOBEBT H. CLABKSON. 

Eev. Dr. Folk to Mrs. Kerfoot. 

Bacine, Wisconsin, July 11, 1881. 
My Dear Mrs. Kerfoci^—1 just saw m the mommg papers 
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JMi$tfromtkt^^ annotmcement of the death of your dear husband, and I 
B09, Dr. Fait, ^q j jqu ^ fg^ words to ezpreM my heartfelt sympathy with 
yon and your daughters in your great bereayement. But not 
only you will feel that great loss, but his Mends everywhere 
wUl mourn with you that one of the best and noblest men has 
been called away to receive in a better world tiie reward for 
his untiring labors in behalf of the spreading of God's King- 
dom on earth. I never can forget the nine years in which I 
worked under his guidance at dear old St. James's, and the 
sincere admiration which I felt for his untiring energy, and 
for the influence wliich he had, not only on the minds and 
characters of his pupils, but also of those who worked with 
him. How often have I wished that St. James's— the first 
firuit of his labors— had survived the war, and that we might 
have worked there even until now I But God has willed it 
otherwise. May He be with you and comfort you ! 
I remain ever, with tiie warmest attachment, &ithfully 

yours, 

F. W. A. FAiiK. 

Rev. H, A, CoU^ D, 2>., to Mrs, KtrfooU 

Narragansett Pier, July 18, 1881. 

Letter fiym the My Dear Mrs, Kerfoot, — Our thoughts have been very much 
Sev, Dr» coiL ^.^j^ ^^^ during the past week. I should have been in Pitts- 
burgh on Thursday, had I been well enough to venture upon 
so long a Journey ; but I was there in spirit. I joined in the 
well-known prayers. I listened to the Apostle's words of 
triumph. I heard the antiphon, ^^ Blessed are the dead who 
die in the Lord — even so saith the Spuit— for tliey rest from 
their labors." Even beyond, one looks to that peace upon 
which he has entered, and to that welcome of the hoiy and 
the loved ones already there. Dr. Muhlenberg, his own 
children, Bishop Bowman and Bishop Whittingham — ^how 
large a company it is, and how they rejoice together and 
have no more burdens of care and anguish for the struggling 
Church, and the increase of sin and unbelief, and the little 
issue to the work of the kingdom of Christ I — ^for they look 
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farther on than we, and they begm to see more clearly into 
the mind of God* 

I shall never forget the pleasant Sunday spent with the 
dear bishop several years ago, and the strength and encour- 
agement I felt after I parted with him* He had such strength 
of £uth and the gift to clear up one's difficulties and help one 
to see on both sides of a question. It was such a true and 
manly attitude which he bore towards all the miserable doubts 
and extravagances of the day. And I have lost, as many 
others have, a most faithful friend. He was more and nearer, 
of course, to my brother Joseph than to me, for Joseph was a 
sort of son, and most truly devoted to him ; but he was dear 
enough to me, and he has no more sincere mourner than 
myself. And then the loss of such a bishop and example to 
the Church is hard to bear, for, humanly speaking, we have 
none to supply his place. He had the &therly heart of a true 
apostle. 

I am selfish in dwelling upon our share of the loss, when 
so much deeper sorrow falls upon you and your daughters. 
But you have borne up bravely under many griefs and trials, 
and you will be supported, as you alwa^'s have been, by the 
Hand of the all-merciful and loving Father. It is for us all a 
short struggle and discipline, and then the veil is drawn at 
last, and there is the unspeakable and eternal weight of glory. 

.... I wish by-and-by we might have you with us at 

our own home, and that we might talk over the past and the 

blessed future together. And I am always, dear Mrs. Kerfoot, 

your faithful friend, 

Henby a. Coit. 

Mrs. Spanldrng to Miss Kerfoot. 

Erie, Pa., July 11, 1881. 

My Dear Miss Zer/oo<,— The paper has just brought us the j^j^SSding. 
sad, sad news of your dear father's death, and I must obey 
the impulse of my feelings and write at once, although I fear 
it may seem almost an intrusion in your grief. I never loved 
a bishop as I did your precious &ther. When he used to 
visit us, his presence was a constant benediction. When he 
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went away, the house seemed lonely and deserted. The first 

time I came back to visit Erie, after we had gone to Colorado, 

he was making a visilation at St« Paulas. When I went Into 

church and saw hhn, I realized that we conld no more have 

him for our bishop as in the past. Sach a crowd of memories 

came oyer me that I conld not keep back the tears. I re* 

membered with what delight I used to look forward to his 

coming to our house, and I could not bear to think it was all 
over. 

At the General Convention in Boston, in 1877, he was so 

delightful. I used to watch him from the gallery above, and 

once he came up to see Mrs. Scarborough and myself and 

called us ^^ his children." In New York last year I missed 

him so sadly that I was tempted several times to write and 

tell him so. What a loss he will be to the Church ! But 

now I can only think of your personal loss, with a bitter 

longing that we might live the past over again. And yet I 

hope that 

The Joye we lose are bnt forecast, 

And we shall find them all once more ; 

We look behind ns for the past, 

Bntlol *tiB aU before I 

Please give my love and most sincere sympathy to your 
mother and sister, in which the bishop, I know, most heartily 
joins, although he is not here to write himself. .... He 
will be most deeply grieved, for he has been very much 
attached to our dear Bishop Kerfoot for so many years, and 
has had so much sympathy and help from him since he has 
been a missionary bishop. It has been so long since we 
have seen each other that I fear yon consider me almost a 
stranger, but this sad news this morning seems to bring me 
very near to you all, and I do hope you feel the same to me. 
Lovingly and sincerely yours, 

Lavinia D. S. SPAniJ>iNa. 

The Bishop of Colorado to Mrs Kerfoot, 

Erie, Pa., July 23, 1881. 
My Dear Mrs, Kerfoot^ — ^It was a matter of the greatest 
regret that I could not be with you last Thursday. But I 
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only heard of the bishop's death on my way to Camden, LeUerfwmtke 
Maine, when it was too late to return in season. And \oTcm, 
have only now jast got back to Erie. 

Of course we could not but fear the bishop would soon be 
taken, from what we had heard of his state of health. But 
I was none the less terribly shocked to hear the sad news. 
He was more to me than any other bishop I ever had, though 
I had lived in several Dioceses. I loved him as a father. 
Never can I forget the help he gave me in my work as a 
parish minister — the stimulus to pastoral fidelity and sacred 
studies. And his example has not been less helpful to me as 
a bishop. From him I learned how a bishop may be the 
pastor not only of pastors, but of all the people, visiting 
everywhere the sick and afflicted, and seekmg to save the 
lost. I can well understand what he was as husband and 
father in his own home. May God bless the bereaved i 

Diocese, and especially may He give to you and your dear 
family all His richest consolations 1 I return to Denver in a 
few days, but could not go without first expressing the 
regard and affection I had for Bishop Kerfoot, and my deep 
sympathy with you and yours. 

Most sincerely yours, 

John F. SPAULDiNa. 

Tkt Bishop of Minnesota to Mrs, Kerfoot. 

Faribault, July 23, 1881. 

My Dear Mrs. Kerfoot^—l returned this morning from the Letter from ths 
Indian Country, and have received the sad news of the death n^^ 
of your noble husband. My heart goes out to you in the 
deepest sympathy. Few men have ever been permitted to 
do so great a work as he did for his Master, and none of our 
bishops have been more honored and beloved by the whole 
Church. His influence will never cease to be felt. On his 
shoulders fell the mantle of good Dr. Muhlenberg, and 
St. James's became the mother of St. Paul's, Concord, 
Faribault, and other schools scattered over the land. 

As a bishop he was a fother, and his fatherhood made him 
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beloved by all of his Diocese. Few men were so honored by 
his brethren in the House of Bishops, for his words were 
always wise, and commanded the respect and attention of 
his brothers. 

I feel that I have been bereaved in the loss of so wise and 
good a fhend. I always consulted with him gladly, and 
found great comfort in his wise words. I knew he was not 
strong, but had no idea tluit he was in a dangerous condition. 
Our loss is his gain, for he has been called from care, pain 
and sorrow to the rest of the people of Grod. You will have 
the loving sympathy of all who knew your brave husband. 
But our words are poor and weak. God only can comfort you. 
Assuring you of my love, your friend and brother, 

H. B. WhippIiB. 

The Bishop of St. David's to Mrs. Ker/oat. 

Abergwili Palace, Carmarthen, Aug. 17, 1881. 

Letter frvm au ^V ^^A** Mctdam^ — ^I have little doubt that I am doing 
naoSe^' rightly in addressing to you my acknowledgment of the brief 
and sad memorial which I have Just received from Pittsburgh 
— or rather, as the postmark tells me, from Meyersdale. It 
is with the most sincere concern and sorrow that I have heard 
of the removal from this world of my dear friend and brother, 
the good Bishop of Pittsburgh. Seven years ago — ^indeed, the 
seventh anniversary will occur this day week— he assisted in 
the solemn act by which I was set apart for the office which I 
now hold, and I rejoiced, and still rejoice, that my authority 
to minister as a bishop was derived in part through the 
American succession and through him. Four years later I 
saw much of him at the time of the Lambeth Conference. 
We stayed in the same house for some days at that time— at 
Selsdon Park, the Bishop of Bochester's house— and after- 
wards he was so kind as to pay us a short visit at Abergwili, 
where he charmed a large gathering of our leading clergy by 
his sound sense, warmth of feeling and unaffected simplicity. 
I assure you that in him I feel that I have lost a true friend- 
one whom I fondly hoped I might meet some day on this side 
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of the dark river. May we meet at last in the house of many 
mansions ! I grieyed to see that he and those who were near 
and dear to him had suffered another heavy blow only a year 
before he was taken away. The Lord is very merciful, and 
even what looks to us like chastisement is sent to us in love. 
And when those who are nearest to our hearts are taken 
away from us, it is to give us a deeper interest in that better 
world which, in tl\e days of our happiness, we too often forget. 
I am myself writing in much anxiety. • • • 

Do not think of taking any notice of this letter. Although, 
as a stranger, I have somewhat shrunk from intruding upon 
your grief, I could not withhold the expression of the deep 
and true respect which I feel for the bishop's memory« 
Believe me to be your faithful servant in the Lord, 

W. Basil, St. David's. 

Cancn Liddon to Miss KtrfooU 

3 Amen Court, August 30, 1881. 

Bear Miss Kerfooi^—1 am very greatly obliged to you for Xetfw/rom 
associatmg me m some sense with your sorrow by sendmg me 
a notice of the death of your revered father, the Bishop of 
Pittsburgh. As you know, I had the happiness of meeting 
him at Bonn, and again when he was last m England. And 
no one could meet him without being impressed by the sincere 
piety and elevation of his life. 

G^od will, I trust, comfort you in the way He sees best, and 
in His' own time. My sister desires me to assure you of her 
warm sympathy, and pray believe me, my dear Miss Kerfoot, 
yours most truly, 

H. P. LiDDON.* 



I [The followiDg Interesting and 
valoable letter of Canon Liddon 
ought to have been inserted in its 
place in Chapter XXI : 

Canon ZAddan to the Biahop of 
Pitttburgh, 

8 Amen Court, 

AugUBt 18, 1877. 

My Dear Xord,— In answer to 



your letter of the 19th of July, I 
have to thank you for sending mo 
your ** Annual Address," and to 
express my regret that I cannot 
otherwise help you as yon desire. 
Bo £ur as I know, nothing of 
value has been published on this 
subject in England since the 
appearance of Mr. Keble*s two 
tracts on the indissolubility of 
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To the above letters, all written within a few weeks 
after Bishop Kerfoot's death, the following reminis- 
cences may appropriately be added. The first letter 
refers to Bishop Eerfoot as rector of St. James's, and 
is from one of his old pupils, Mr. John Gadsden, of 
Charleston, so well known in Bonth Carolina as a 
snccessfnl teacher and trainer of youth. The second 
is from a lady who was one of the bishop's dear 
friends and helpers, whose acquaintance with him 
dates from the time of his consecration to the Episco- 
pate. 



marriage, Bome years ago. I will 
write to Parlcer and desire him 
to send these tracts to your 
lordship on my acconnt. A work 
of mnch depth and insight, pub- 
lished some years ago in Ger- 
many, is PabsVs Adoan und 
ChriUui ; but I cannot here lay 
my hands upon it. 

As to cur cIyU law, since the 
passing of the unhappy Divorce 
Act, it has been in clear contra- 
diction to the law of Jesns 
Christ. But while the Chnrch 
and State remain united, it is 
impossible for the Chnrch to re- 
assert the Reyealed Law as a 
condition of communion ; to do 
so is, in Erastian language, ** dis- 
loyal." Many of the clergy refuse 
to communicate divorced persons 
who have ** married" again; 
others are indifferent. Of course 
this cannot go on forever, but we 
pay dearly in this respect for the 
blessings of State-recognition. 

May I venture respectfally to 
express my earnest hope that 
your lordship, and your brethren 
of the American Episcopate, will. 



at any cost of popularity or of 
numbers, insist on the primitive 
law that marriage within for- 
bidden degrees, or of a divorced 
person, involves forfeiture of 
Church communion? You might 
lose some adherents at first; but 
you would gain respect, and^as 
I believe— adherents in the end. 
The power of the Church of Rome 
consteto in this : that, with all ite 
errors, it knows its own mind, 
and is not afiuid of the world 
and its prejudices and its pas- 
sions. And Churches which do 
thus assert even unpopular truth 
are the Churches which attract, 
in the long run, those who look 
for guidance; and they are the 
majority of mankind, after all. 
Tour very faithftil servant, 

H. P. LiDDON. 

What is said on page 518 leads 
to the inference that Bishop 
Kcrfoot did speak his mind on 
this subject very plainly in the 
House of Bishops at the General 
Convention of this year (1877) in 
Boston.] 
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John Gadsden^ Esq.^ to the Rev. Hall Harrison. 

Charleston, S. C, March 4, 1885. 

Dear Friend^ — ^You have asked of me some account of my j^'X^S^ 
experience at St. James's College, and of the estimate I there ^g. 
formed of the Bey. Dr. Kerfoot, our esteemed rector. 

The task is no unpleasing one, since it causes me to speak 
of the central figure around whom re^colved the whole life of 
our College, and who, during my entire stay there, was to me 
not an object of regard and esteem merely, but a kind and 
loving father. • . « 

Dr. Kerfoot's warmth of heart was one of the strong 
features of his character. No poor lad just unpinned from his 
mother's apron-string was ever more desolate than I was on 
the evening of my first arrival at St. James's, and never can 
I forget the greeting given me by Dr. Kerfoot. 

In July, 1852, having seen in the papers a notice of the 
death of my uncle, Bishop Gadsden, by whose kindness I liad 
been sent to St. James's, he came to my room and broke the 
tidings to me as tenderly as if it had been my mother who 
had died. 

When he left me, I turned to my table and, resting my 
head upon my hand, began sadly to consider the full weight of 
the sorrow that had befallen our family. In passing tlie 
window he saw my position, and, quickly returning, folded 
me in his arms. 

. • • . This warmth of heart was entirely consistent in 
him with true manliness ; indeed, the very strength of his 
manhood made these expressions and exhibitions of tender- 
ness the more impressive. That there was an element of 
sternness in his character — which, however, he always sought 
to keep in the background — there can be no question. You 
were present and must remember that — to the rioters of 
1853— memorable day when, on his return from Convention, 
we were all assembled in Claggett Hall, and the rector, in 
solemn, measured tones, put the stamp of his unqualified con* 
demnation upon those who had caused the disturbance, and, 
simply by his presence among us, crushed what had threat* 
ened to be a rebellion in the College. 
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I feel it anneceBsary to speak to jou of him as a cleigy- 
maD; and yet I cannot be wholly silent even here. The 
consistency of his life, the earnestness and unvarying reyeiv 
once of his manner while officiating at the services in oar 
little chapel, can never be f<»gotten. The solemnity whieli 
ever marked his conduct on these occasions rose Into some- 
thing like grandeur when, in the Baptismal service, straight- 
ening himself up to his foil heigfit, he enrolled some tender 
infant as ^* a soldier of Christ,'' and signed him with the b^ 
of the Cross. 

But, apart from the services of the chapel, the influence for 
good wielded by Dr. Kerfoot was most decided. The power 
and tenderness of those private interviews in his study, to 
which every member of the College was from time to time 
inidted, all of us will remember, and those earnest, practical, 
sensible talks on moral and religious subjects given at the 
so-called " voluntary meetings " on Frideiy evenings have 
left an indelible impression on my mind. • • • 

The seeds there sown have shown themselves in many 
quarters, and have been of untold value to myself. Not to 
underrate the teachings of my childhood's home, which were 
such as are not granted to many of the sons of men, I may 
yet say that to Dr. Kerfoot and my experience at St. James's 
my success, whatever that maybe, as a teacher and a trainer 
of youth is justly due ; and I have loved to perpetuate here 
some of the things I first learned to value there. • • • • 



Mita Beed to Mias Kerfoot. 

Erie, June 25, 1883. 

Letter from My Dear ^., — ^Your letter came a day or two since, and Z 
MUiSeed. ^^^ ^^^^ ^^^^ ^ 1^^^ ^^^ ^^^ ^^^ anxious, too, about the 

work in which I feel so great an interest. . • • • You all have 
had and must still have a great task in looking over and 
arranging your father's papers. It is a task, too, full of 
perplexity, as you will find it so hard to decide what material 

to use and what to reject I have given the subject of 

your letter much thought, but it hardly seems to me that any* 
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thing I can write will be any help to Mr, — — .> I feel sure 
that his intimate association with yoar father must have made 
him famUiar with those traits of character that impressed me, 
and that he will do full justice to the good bishop, the wise 
counsellor, the tender, true, un&iling friend, the man who 
was one to look up to and lean upon, ^^ the strongest on the 
longest day." 

I wish that I covld give a word-picture of him as he comes 
before me. I think that his face was such a true index to his 
character : it was full both of strength and gentleness ; and 
the strong lines showed how he could doy and also bear and 
be patient. His eyes, too— how they could sparkle with ftm, 
or grow moist with deep feeling ! Do you remember the 
habit he had of shutting them when he talked about heavenly 
things, as though he dropped a veil before things earthly 
that the heavenly might seem nearer? But things unseen 

were always very real to him I remember a talk of his 

one Easter even in St. Paul's Chapel : he spoke beautifhlly 
of the rest and peace and hopefhl joy of Paradise. I cannot 
now recall the words, but the comfort he gave me is mine 
still. Another point which I trust will be brought out is, 
how YiAjiXUd the office of a bishop in the Church of Christ — 
wise, learned, bold in the cause of Christ, and yet gentle, 
tender and long-«uffering in his patience and forbearance, full 
of love for his work and for those who became to him truly 
'' His children in the Lord." 



'[This has reference to a well- 
known rector, now of the Diocese 
of Pennsylvania, a friend and 
disciple of Bishop Kerfoot, who 
first undertook the preparation 
of a biography of the bishop. 
One anavoidable part of the task 
consisted in perosing, or, more 
correctly, in deciphering, a large 
mass of M8S, including letters 
not only of Bishop Kerfoot, but 
from all his numerous corre- 
spondents, in varying degrees of 
legibility or illegibility. After 



making three separate attempts, 
this gentleman was obliged to 
desist, owing to weakness of 
eyesight. His physician warned 
him that he could not continue 
such labor without danger. The 
work was then (in 1884) entrusted 
to the present writer, but the 
loss of time necessarily involved 
will, as the reader will easily 
see, help to account for the much- 
regretted delay in the publication 
of this Xi/0.] 
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Daring those fifteen yean that he went in and oat among^ 
the people, he came to know the wants not only of Us Diocese, 
bat of nuuiy individoal hearts within it. And to all he was as 
a strong tower of reftige. He kept his own counsel, and few 
knew how many differences he bridged oTer, or how often his 
presence in a parish was as ^* oil on the troubled waters." 

His own faith was so dear and strong that his words 
carried conyiction. I recall distinctly sermons of his that did 
so mach to bnild me op in the faith. I trast that some of 
them may be pablished. 

No words that I can write can give any idea of all that your 
&ther was as a /rMitii— so true and genuine, so full of loving^ 
interest. He won our love and kept it He may truly be said 
to have had a home in every parish in his Diocese— a place 
where his presence was ever welcome. No one could fully 
know how delightful a friend and companion he could be 
until they had had him as a guest in their own home. He 
made the whole house seem the better and brighter for his 
presence, and it was by the fireside and at the table that his 
ready wit and quick answer were best seen and enjoyed. 
You know how he did love a good joke, and no one enjoyed 
real fun better than he did. Every one in our house, from my 
mother down to the servants, enjoyed his visits, and even 
their memory is something to be thankfiil for. 

Another remarkable gift was his wonderful memory of 
faces and names : he never seemed to forget any one. I have 
seen him stop on his way out of church to shake hands with 
fifty or a hundred people and not fail to remember each one 
lie bad seen before. 

But, my dear A., while I could write on and on in this 

way, recalling what your father did and said, and what he 

was to me, I feel that it is no use, for what is known to me is 

known more fully and perfectly to you and to many others. 

.... Your father seems very near to me, grows more dear 

to my heart as the years go on. I thank God for the blesslDg 

of his earthly life, and for the hope of eternal days with him. 

Lovingly your friend, 

Sarah Beed. 
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. The following are the inBcriptions upon the grave- 
stones of Bishop £erfoot and his children in Home- 
wood Cemetery^ an engraving of which is annexed : 

The Bight Bevebend 

JOHK BABBETT KEBFOOT, D. D., LL.D., 

First Bishop of Pittsburgh* 

Bom March 1, 1816. 

Consecrated St. Paul's Day, 1866. 

Entered into Best 

The Foxtbth Sunday aftkb Trinity, 

1881. 

'^ He was a good man and full of 

the Holy Ghost and of Faith : 

and much people was added 

unto the LordJ^^ 

On the back of this same stone: 

" WUh Christ, 

which is far hetter*^^ 

The Bev. Abel Anderson Kerfoot, 

Wm. Muhlenberg Kerfoot, 

John Barrett Kerfoot, 

James Kip Kerfoot, 

Helena Kip Kerfoot. 

Children of the Bight Beverend 

JOHN B. AND ELIZA M. KEBFOOT. 

On the gravestone of the Bev. A. A. Kerfoot are 
the following words: 

The Beverend 

ABEL ANDEBSON KEBFOOT, 

+ Priest, -f 

Bom July 3, 1843. 

Died June 6, 1880. 

" Lord<t I have loved the habitation of Thy House.*^ 
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The inscriptions which follow were written hy Dr. 
Kerfoot for the graveB of his four little children Who 
died at 8t James's Oollege in Maryland. Their 
remains, with the original stones and inacriptiona, 
were removed, and now rest in Homewood Cemetery : 
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Abbbowili Palace, 611, 613. 

Abraham, Right Rey. C. J., 550. 

Absolution, Dr. Muhlenberg on, 
180, 133. Bishop Wordsworth 
on, 503, noUf. Kerfoot on, 504. 

Accident to Kerfoot in 1877, 599. 

Adams, Prof. Wm., 39. 

Addington Park, seat of the Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury, yisit to, 
551,558. 

Admonition, Godly, meaning of, 
514. Whately on, 533. Hugh 
Davey Eyans on, 535. Whit- 
tingham on, 537. Liddon on, 
533. 

Adoration, Eucharistic, 488. 
Bishop Andrewes on, 490, note. 

Aesthetics, 476, 486, 488. 

Albany, Bishop of. See Doane. 

Alford, Very Rev. Henry, Dean of 
Canterbury, his Greek Testa- 
ment, Kerfoot^s opinion of, 373, 
376. 

All Saints' Chapel controversy, 
514 et seq. 

All Saints* Day in Ely Cathedral, 
473. 

Analogy^ Bishop Butler's, Eer- 
foot's method of teaching, 337. 

Anderson, Abel T., father of Mrs. 

Kerfoot, 41, 43. 
— , Eliza M., her marriage 
with Kerfoot, 41. 

-, James Kip, 41, 385. 



Andrewes, Bishop [Lancelot, 
quoted on Eucharistic Adora- 
tion, 490. His Precen Privatce^ 
593. 

Anglo-Catholicism, Dr. Muhlen- 
berg on, 139. 

Antelucan Service, 488. 

Antietam, battle of, 335, 387 et 
teq.^ 311, 361. 

Arabian Nights^ quoted, 63. 

Armagh, Most Rev. Marcus Ger- 
vais Beresford, Archbishop of, 
473, 589. 

Arnold, Thomas, quoted, 160. 
Mentioned, 377. 

Arrest of Kerfoot by Gen. Early, 
368 et seq. 

Athanasian Creed, 611. 

Atkinson, Right Rev. T., Bishop 
of North Carolina, 891, 459. 

Attic salt. Bishop Whittingham 
thinks it needed in Chicago, 384. 

Authority, Episcopal. /S!se Admo- 
nition. 

Aut Papa, aut Christus, 139. 

Ayres, Anne, her Life of Dr. 
MuTdenbergj 34. Quoted, 416, 
note. 

Bakeb, Rev. F., his secession to 

Rome, 166. 
Baptism of minors when a parent 

objects, Bishop Whittingham 

on, 114. 
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Barrett, Christiana, mother of 
Kerfoot, 1, lea Letters to, 17, 

18, as, 00, M. 

BartOD, ReT. John O., 67. 

Bath and Wells. See Herrey. 

Bedell, Right ReT. G. T., Bishop 
of Ohio, 6, 450, 608, 680, eSL 

Benson, Most Rer. Edward 
White, Archbishop of Canter- 
bury, 680. 

Benson, Father, on Confession, 
490, note. 

«« Bible hour" at 8t James's, 
837. 

Biddle, James 8., 11. 

BInney, Horace, 889. 

'* Bishop's Charities," 161. 

Blue-Coat School, described, 84. 

Bowing to the Altar, Canon on, 
511. iSte All Saints' Chapel. 

Bowman, Right ReT. Samuel, 
Assistant Bishop of Pennsyl- 
Tania, letters from to Eerfoot, 
8, 14, 18. ApprOTes Bishop 
Whittingham's political course, 
216. His funeral, 217. Men- 
tioned, 122, S97, 415. Kerfoot's 
tribute to, 485. 

Bowman, Bishop, the Institute, 
441. 

Boyd, ReT. Hunter, his arrest, 
297. 

Bradford, Lord, 557. 

Brand, Rct. W. F., D. D., his Life 
of Bishop Whittingham, 44,615, 
note; 178, 177. Letter from 
Eerfoot to, 497. His account 
of the interriew between Eer- 
foot and Whittingham, 635-645. 
See Mexico. 

Breathed, J. W., 265. 

Breck, ReT. J. L., 29. 

Bright, Canon, 464. 

Brotherly word of Bishop Eerfoot 
to the Old Caiholico, 566. 



Brothers of obedienee, 80. 

Brown, George William, Ids 

braTery as Mayor of Baltimore, 

208, note. 
Browne, Right Rot. £. H., Bisliop 

of £ly and of Winchester, 458^ 

478, 573. 
Brownell, Right Rot. T. C, 

Bishop of Connecticut, and 

Presiding Bishop, 882. 
Burdett-Coutts, Baroness, SOS. 
Burgon, Very Rot. J. W., I>ean 

of Chichester, 468, 471, 608, 60^ 

606. 
Burgwin, H., 503, 609. 
Byllesby, ReT. M., 68L 

Campbell, B. H., 810. 
— , James Mason, letter of 
Eerfoot to, 221. 
*, Mrs., 296. 



Cambridge UniTersity, 462. 

Candles, 522. 

Canterbury Town and Cathedral, 
87, 88, 89. 

, Archbishop of. See How- 
ley, Sumner, Tait, Benson. 

Capetown, Bishop o£ See Gray, 

Cams, ReT. Mr., 81. 

Catholic, ETangclical, Dr. Muh- 
lenberg on, 181. 

Catholicity, Bishop Whitting- 
ham on, 492, 529. 

Chambersburg, 291, 294. 

Chanting, opposition to, 480. 

Chapel Royal, Eerfoot's Tisit to 
in 1848, 78. Preaches there in 
1878, 609. 

Chase, Right Rct. Philander, 
Bishop of Illinois and Presiding 
Bishop, 118. 

Chester Cathedral, 549, 550. See 
Jacobson. 

Chicago, Bishop Clarkson's first 
impressions of, 117. 
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Chichester, Right Key. Richard 
Damfordi Bishop of, (X)5. 

, Dean of. See Bnrgon. 

Christ's Hospital. See Blue- 
Coat School. 

Cholera in 1849, 118, 138. 

Church OuUd, 441. 

— ^ Home, 459. 

of Ireland, 473, 478. 

Clark, Right Rev. Thomas M., 
Bishop of Rhode Island, 601. 

Clarkson, Right Rev. R. H., 
Bishop of Nebraska, his char- 
acter, 114, 116. Letters firom, 
116, 414, 542. 

Clanghton, Right Rct. T. L., 
Bishop of Rochester and of St. 
Albans, 569. Kerfoot's Tisit 
to, 606. 
Clewer, 464. 

Ooaklay, Prof. G. W., 64, 257. 
Coit, Rey. Dr. H. A., 48, 241, 888, 
427. Letter from, 684 tt seq. 

, Rev. J. H., 182. Arrested 

by Gen. Early, 292. His recol- 
lections of St. James's, etc., 
819-870. Mentioned, 48, 289, 
265, 270, 280, 290, 291, 292, 298, 
888. 

-, Rey. Dr. T. W., opposes 



flowers in church, 48L 
Colenso. See Natal. 
Coleridge, Rey. Derwent, 87, 
, Sir J. T., 160. 



, 8. T., his doctrine of re- 
demption, 277. Quoted, 297. 

College Point, religious influ- 
ence at, 22, 28. Compared with 
Trinity, 872, note. 

College of St. James, 44-68, 819- 
870, 872, 886. 

Commencement at Cambridge, 
463. At St. James's, 886, note. 
At Trinity, 875, 886. 

Communion. See Eucharist. 



Condit, Israel D., 271, 860. 

Confession, 499. Father Benson 
on, ib. Bishop Wordsworth on, 
502. Dr. Jackson on, 668. Ker< 
foot on, 504. Bishop Whittlng- 
ham on, 496, note, 

Conington, Prof., 468. 

Coster, Rey. R. J., 441, note; 597. 

Cotterill, Right Rey. H., BiBhop 
of Edinburgh, on the Scottish 
Liturgy, 525, note. 

Coyentry, St. Martin's, 73. 

Coxe, Right Rey. A. C, Bishop of 
Western New York, his memo- 
rial sermon quoted, 131. His 
lectures at St. James's, 382, 
His objections to the Mexican 
Liturgy, 641. Preaches at Dr. 
Riley's consecration, 681. Men- 
tioned, 354, 255, 257, 888, 40O, 
482. 

Craik, Rey. James, D.D., his con- 
yersation with Bishop of Edin- 
burgh on the Scottish Liturgy, 
625. 

Cross, signing of the, as practised 
by Ritualists, Bishop Whitting- 
ham on, 496, note. 

Cummins, George D., his *^ con- 
secrations " of deposed presby- 
ters inyalid, 596. 

Curtis, Rey. A. A., his secession 
to Rome, 174. 

Danbubt Palaob, Kerfoot's yisit 

to, 607. 
Dashiell, Rey. J. M., 184. 
Davidson, Veiy Rev. Randall H., 

Dean of Windsor, 598. 
"Dearly Beloved Brethren," 135. 
Denison, Archdeacon, 460. 
Diller, Rev. Dr. Kerfoot's birthday 

agreement with, 12, 670. 
Dispensary, Free, in Pittsburgh, 

442. 
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DUraell, 58L 

" DO THIS," Bishop EUleott on, 
466. 

Doane, Right Rer. O. W., Biahop 
of New Jersey, charges against 
Dr. Muhlenberg's MenMrial^ 
143. His trial, 163. 

^ Right ReT. W. C, Bishop 

of Albany, 291, 379, 401. Ob- 
jects to the doings of the 
Mexican Commission, 619. 
Answered by Kerfoot and 
Whlttlngham, 620, 621, 622. 
Becomes a member of the 
Commission, 630, note. 

IXJlUnger, Dr. John Ignatius 
Ton, 668. Kerfoot's impres- 
sions of, 564, 674, 676. 

Dollar, worship of the at Chicago, 
117. 

Dormitories at St. James's, 820. 

Dorsey, Dr., of Hagerstown, 81. 

Dublin, Kerfoot's Tlslt to, 90. 
Dr. Muhlenberg on, 91. 

— fArchblshop of. /SSeeWhate- 
ly, Trench. 

Dunatan'B, St., 89. 

Early, Gen. Jubal A., places 
Kerfoot and Mr. Colt under 
arrest, 292, etc., 868. 

Earp, Kev. Samuel, Ph. D., Rec- 
tor of Trinity Hall, 441, noU, 
Mentioned, 288, 240. 

Eastbum, Right Rev. Manton, 
Bishop of Massachusetts, one 
of the earliest Ritualists, 481. 
Mentioned, 42, 400. 

Ecclesiastical Courts, Kerfoot's 
opinion of, 168. 

Eccleston, Rev. J. H., D. D., sup- 
posed to be elected Bishop of 
Iowa, 621, note. 

Edwards, Rev. H., 258, 296. 

Education a complex art, 824. 



Eliot, Samuel, 3(P7, 870, «aO. 
Slllcott, Right Rey. C. J., Bisliop 

of Gloucester and Bristol, 9311, 

466,456. 
Ely Cathedral, 464, 473. 
Emigrants, Letters Conunenda- 

tory to, 660. 
Episcopal Authority, 6BS e€ ^eq. 

See Ordination Vow. 
Episcopate, Dr. Muhlenbei^ on 

the powers of; 143. 
Eucharist, Bonn Conference on, 

668,669. 
Eucharlstic Adoration, Kerfoot 

on, 489. BUhop Audrewes on, 

4tXf. 

Evangelical Catholic, 140. 
Evans, Hugh Davey, quoted on 

Episcopal Authority, etc., 536. 

On High-Church prlnclplee,5S39. 
Ewer, Rev. Dr., his Ritualistic 

practices, 509. 

Faith, a definition of, 496. 

Falk, Rev. Dr. F. W. A. Men- 
tioned, 167, 234, 235, 236, 288, 
250, 256, 257, 259, 266, 282, 383, 
292. Letters from, 410, 683. 

Famum Castle, visit to, 594, 595. 

Farrar, Ven. F. W., Archdeacon 
of Westminster, 609. 

Fast-Day, National, at St. 
James's, 259. 

Fleming, Dr., 434, 540, 670. 

Flowers, English, love of, 82. 

In church, 481. 

Flushing Inetltute, 6, 22, 28, etc. 

Forbes, Rev. John Murray, D. D., 
126. His secession to Borne, 
135. 

Fredericksburg, 863. 

Freeman, E. A., the historian, 
603. 

, Yen. Fhfllp, Archdeacon 

of Exeter, 471, 491. 
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Freiburg, 565, 566, 573. 

Gadsden, John, of South Caro- 
lina, hlB reminiscences of Ker- 
foot, 691. 
General Theological Seminary, 
Ritualism at the, 509. bishop 
Wbittingham on, 50a 

Gettysbui-^, battle of, 360 et m?., 
867. 

Gladstone, W. £., on the Ameri- 
can Constitution, 235, note. On 
Ritualism, 475. 

Gobat, Right Bev. Samuel,Bishop 
of Jerusalem, 456. 

Godly Admonition. See Admoni- 
tion. 

Goulbum, Very Rev. B. M., Dean 
of Norwich, on Ritualism, 475. 
Mentioned, 491. 

Grafton, Father, on Confession, 
499, note. 

Gray, Most Rey. Robert, Bishop 
of Capetown (Metropolitan), 
450, 451, 458, 457, 464, 465, 469. 
Eerfoot's opinion of, 470. 

Griswold, Mrs., 288, 296. 

, Howell, 810. 

Hagebstown, its beautiful 
church, 80, note, 

controversy, the, 108. 

Hale, Rev. Dr. C. R., 623, 624. 
Letter to, 653. 

Hall, Rev. Dr. C. H., 816. 

HamUton, Right Rev. W. K., 
Bishop of Salisbury, 466, 472. 

Harper's Ferry, 813. 

Harriet, Sister, of Clewer, 464. 

Harrowby, Earl of, 460. 

Harrison, Yen. Benjamin, Arch- 
deacon of Idaidstone, 76, 78. 

Harrison, Wm. G., letters from, 
191, 195, 201. Letters to, 198, 
1^,205. 



Hartman, Rev. H. F., Eerfoot's 

chaplain at Freiburg and Bonn, 

566, 571, 573. 
Hawes, Dr. Joel, 378. 
Hazing at Trinity, 378, 877. 
Hervey, Rt. Rev. Lord Arthur, 

Bishop of Bath and Wells, 60S3 

et teq, 

, Lord Charles, 597. 

Hicks, Governor, and Bishop 

Whittingham, WSetseq. 

Higbee, Rev., signs the Memorial^ 

142, note, 
High-and-drys, 129. 
High-Church principles, occa- 
sional inconvenience of, 5S0, 

note, 
Hitchcock, Gen., 816, 818. 

, Rev. W. A., D. D., 6. 

Hobart, Right Rev. John Henry, 

Bishop of New York, 16. 
Hobhouse, Right Rev. Edmund, 

sometime Bishop of Nelson, 

New Zealand, 550. 
Hodges, Dr. E., "a grand, 

churchly musician," 80. 
, Rev. Dr. J. S. B., son of 

the preceding, 519. 
Holly, Right Rev. J. T., Bishop 

of Haiti, 599,618. 
Holy Week, how observed at St. 

James's, 858. 
Homewood Cemetery, 671. 
Hook, Very Rev. W. F., Dean of 

Chichester, formerly Vicar of 

Leeds, on confession, 506, note. 
Hopkins, Right Rev. J. H.,Bishop 

of Vermont and Presiding 

Bishop, 446, 452, 457, 458, 659. 
Home, Rev. T. H., 83. 
Hospital Work in Maryland, 361. 

In Hartford, 880, note; 884. 
HospitaUty, English, 458, 459, 

etc 
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Howley, Mott Rer. Wllllmm, 

Archbishop of Canterbury 

1828-1848, intenriew ofKerfoot 

with, 76, 78. 
HowUnd, Sey. R. 8., D. D., ^ 

28S. 
HowtOD, Yerj Rer. J. 8., Deui 

of Chester, at Bonn, 60S, 678, 

674, 677. 
Hunter, Major-Gen., his mthless 

depredations In Yiii^lnia, 384, 

Hyacinths, Pere, 600. 

ImCAOULATB COKCBPTION Of B. 

y. M., dlseassed at Bonn, 666. 
Inyocation of saints, 664. 
lyes, Right Rey. L. 8., sometime 

Bishop of North Carolina, 606. 

Jackson, Rey. Abner, D. D., 
President of Trinity College- 
letter firom, 608. Letter to 
on confession, 604. Mentioned, 
873, noU, 

, Right Rey. John, Bishop 
of Lincoln and of London, 87, 
458, 660, 601. 

-, Stonewall, 861. 



Jacobson, Right Rey. William, 
Bishop of Chester, 78, 640. 

Jay, John, 11. 

Jews and Samaritans, Dr. Mnh- 
lenbeig on, 128, 184. 

Johns, Rey. H. Y. D., his opposi- 
tion to Bishop Whittingham, 
108. 

Johnson, Dr., quoted on sermon- 
writing, 19. 

, Rey, George B., 480, note. 

, Rev. Dr. S. R., Kerfoot's 

instructor in theology, 12. 
Signs the Memorial^ 142. Let- 
ters to Kerfoot, 479-484 (on 
Ritualism), on Kerfoot^s illness, 
544. 



Jones, Right Rey. "W 
Bishop of St Dayid's, 
ylsit to, 610. Letter from, 

, Lieut, " 



'8 



the 116th N. Y. Hawk Eyes," 

Jubilee College, 110. 

Jus liturgieumy inherent in 

bishops. Canon Liddon on, 

682. 
Jim maglsUrti, Canon Llddon on, 

58a 

KxBLB, Rey. John, 488, 487 (on 
Eucharistic Adoration), 490, 
491. 

Kemp Hall, burning of; 180-187. 

Kennedy, Mrs. Howard, 353, 264, 
888, 291, 396. 

Keokuk, 621, naU. 

Kerfoot, John Barrett, birth and 
parentage, L School-days, 3 
«i teq. Ordained deacon on his 
21st birthday, 15. Rebaptized 
conditionally, 37. Ordained 
priest on his 34th birthday, 37. 
Inyited to Maryland, 80. First 
impressions of Bishop Whit- 
tingham, 41, 42. Marriage, 40, 
48. Remoyes to St. James's 
Hall, Maryland, 44. Opening 
of St James's, 44-63. His 
health breaks down, 61 First 
ylsit to England, 64-95. 
Shipwreck, 65-94. Life at St 
James's, 96-130, 188-870. His 
personal appearance and man- 
ner, 821. His opinions and 
course during the Civil War, 
188 et aeq., 855-870, 893, S94. 
Taken prisoner by Gen. Early, 
393, 818. President of Trinity 
College, 871-889. In General 
Conyention of 1865, 890-396. 
Elected Bishop of Pittsburgh, 
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898-434. Consecrated, «5 tt 
ttq. HIb Eplacopste relieved 
b; Dr. Normiui, 437-445. 
Attends Br»t Lambeth Confer- 
ence, 447-474. Degree of LL.D. 
conferred at Cambridge, 461, 
462. HUoploloDsonSitnallam, 
etc., 4SS «f Mj. On Eaeharistic 
Adontlon, 489. On coofesaloD, 
«iO et $eq. On tbe ordination 
-vow, 614 et tcq. Some rwalts 
of bil Episcopate, 634^687. 
HtB lilnesa in 1S78, 535. TIbUb 
Biebop Wbittingtum, 643. 
Vojage to Europe, 1S74, 546- 
569. At the Bono Conference, 
663 St (rn;. Bla opinion of Dr. 
Doillnger, 664. Asstata In 
drawing np proposition on 
BncliarlBt, 668. Fourth visit to 
England, 681. Correspondence 
with ArclibiBbop Talt about the 
second Lambeth Conference, 
683-^T. ImpresBioni of tbe 
Conference, 591 tt >eq. A mem- 
ber of tbe Ueilcan Commiision, 
610 ef KQ. Interview with 
Bishop Whittlngbam, 635 tt 
teq. At the funerai of Blahop 
Whittlngbam, 663 el leq. On 
tbe death of bis son, Abel, 071. 
His last lUneas, death and 
faneral, 678-679. Character, 679 
et uq. Letters of coadolence, 
633 et aq. See Habieulwrg, 
Whittingham. — Lcttbbs of 
Eebfoot. To Bishop Whit- 
Ungbam, 86, SS, 105, 109, 111, 
118, 161, 183, 196, 167, 168, 170 
(on dlToreo), 173, 174, 909, 
81»^16, S17, S44, 351, 356, 360, 
3T1, 87S, 380, 381, 387, 380, 384, 
386, 406, 430, 469, 473 (on the 
lint Lambeth Confereuce), S09, 
536, 611, Sa. To Joseph 



Slcbey, 489. To Dr. Dlz, 493. 
To Dr. 8. R. JobDBon, 484. To 
Bey. W. F. Brand, 497. Toprw 
ident Jackson, BIH (on confes- 
siOD). To ArcbbUbop Talt, 
684. 

Eerfoot, Mrs. J. B., 41, 331, etc 
Letters to, SI, 67-89, 107-109, 
463, 460, 6&, 650, SSa, 666, 667, 
638,560,566. 

, Bev. Abel A, eldest ion 

of Blabop Kerfoot, hie birtb, 
63, 63. Ordination, 170. Bis 
lii-bsalth, 177. His diary In 
Engiand in 1307, 455, 463, ete. 
His death and character, 671- 
018. letters from, to bis sister, 
449-453, 461. To BUbop Whit- 
tingham, 538, 630. Letters to, 
from his bther, ISS, 336, 388, 
341, 347, 350, 664, 666, 671, 674, 
576. From Bishop Whittlng- 
bam, 539, 641. 

— , Christiana, eldest daugh- 
ter of BiBbop Kerfoot, accom- 
panies iier fhther to Europe in 
1874, M el teq. Letters to, 
449, 408, 401, 404, etc 

,Helena Kip, third daughter 

of Bishop Kerfoot, lier death, 
343. 

, Jamos Kip, fourth son of 

BlBlwp Kerfoot, his death, 167. 

, John Barrett, Jr., tbird 

son of BIsbop Eerfbot, hia 
death, 161 

, Katberine Van Alen, sec- 
ond daughter of Bishop Ker- 
foot, 304, 358, 305, 693, etc. 

, Kev. Riahai^ T., 368, 3E0. 

, Samnei H., jonngeat 

brother of Blihop Kerfoot, 7, 
64, 94, etc. Aceompanlea tiie 
bishop to Europe in 1307, 447 
et leq., 675. 
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Kerfoot, 8. H., Jr., nepbew of 
Bishop Kerfoot, 547 tt teq., 559. 

, William Mnhlenbeig, 

gecoDd Bon of Bishop Kerfoot, 
his iHness and death, 182-168. 
Dr. Mahlenhcrg's letters on, 
137,138. 

Krikorian, Fanl, 136. 

La Fatzttk, KerfooVs address 
to, 3-4. 

Lambeth, 78, 453«< teq., 563, 558. 

Conference of 1867, 446- 

474. Second Conference of 1878f 
SSietieq. 

Langdon, Bey. Dr. W. C, 568, 
571, 578-575. 

Lay, Bight Bev. H. C, Mission- 
ary Bishop of ikrkaneas and 
Bishop of Easton, 456. 

Lee, Yen. Archdeacon, 472. 

, Bight Bev. Alfred, Bishop 

of Delaware and Presiding 
Bishop, 599. Letter from on 
Mexican Beform, 645. See Mex- 
ico. 

-, Gen. Bobert E., quoted, 



228. His invasion of Pennsyl- 
yania, etc., 364. 

Letters dimissory, sometimes 
given to clergy who are not 
entitled to them, 518. 

Lewin, Bev. Dr., 51L 

Lewis, Bev. J. Kerfoot, 186. 

Lichfield, 550. See Selwyn, Lons- 
dale. 

Liddon, Canon, on Episcopal 

authority, etc., 532. Letters 

from, 689. Mentioned, 464, 565, 

578, 574, 577, 609. 

Lincoln, President, 248, 816, 318, 
391. 

, Cathedral of, ** surpasses 

every other cathedral," 558. 

-, Bishop of. See Jackson, 



Wordsworth. 



Lingham, Bev. Mr., rector of 8t. 
Mary's, Lambeth, 452. His 
hospitolity to Kerfoot, 552, 553. 

Littledale, Bev. Dr. B. F., Bishop 
Whittingham objects to his 
lecturing on Bitualism In 
Maryland, 520. 

Littlejohn, Bight Bev. A. N., 
Bishop of Long Island, 599, 602. 
See Mexico. 

Llandafll See Yaughan. 

London. See Tait, Jackson. 

Longley, Most Bev. Charles 
Thomas, Bishop of Bipon, 
Archbishop of York, and Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury 1862- 
1868, 446, 465, 469. Letter 
from, 468. 

Lonsdale, Bight Bev. J., Bishop 
of Lichfield, 472. 

Lome, Marquis and Marchioness 
of,m 

Low Churchman, an English, 601. 

Liturgy. See Mexico. 

Lyman, Bev. DwightE., 350. His 
Bitualism, 522. 

, Bight Bev. Theodore B., 

brother of the above, his efforts 
to establish St. James's, 31, 45, 
etc. His "Oxford doings" in 
Hagerstown, 60, 80. Mentioned, 
451,600. 

Mackabness, Bight Bev. J. F., 
Bishop of Oxford, 502. 

Magee, Bight Bev. W. C, Bishop 
of Peterborough, 502. 

Mahan, Bev. Milo, letter from to 
Kerfoot, 5&-60. Dr. Muhlen- 
berg's opinion of, 127. His 
opinions on confession, 507. 

Maine, Bishop of (Bight Bev. H. 
A. Neely), 481. 

Mallory, Bev. G. F., 291. 

Man-millinery, Bishop Whitting- 
ham on, 23, note. 
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Manning, CardiDal, on the Lam- 
beth Encyclical, 469. Men- 
tioned, 146. 
Marriage and divorce, 169-172, 
689. 

Marshall, Col. Charles, on Mayor 
Brown's bravery in April, 1861, 
318, note, 

Manlsby, Gen. W. P., 818. 

Mayor, Lord, of London, 591. 

of Baltimore, 206, note, 

McCoskry, Right Kev. S. A., 
sometime Bishop of Michigan, 
482. 

Mcllvaine, Right Rev. C. P., 
Bishop of Ohiio, refuses to con- 
secrate St. Panl's Church, Co- 
Inmbns, 590. Mentioned, 413, 
474, 541, 558. 

McPherson, Meliora, her marriage 
with Bishop Clarkson, 115. 

McVickar, Rev. Dr. John, ap- 
proves the Memorial, 145. 

Meade, Right Rev. W., Bishop of 
Virginia, 25. 

, Gen., 265, note; 865. 

Meadville, Christ Church, 509. 

Mealey, Edward W., of Hagers- 
town, 285. 

Melvin, Gen., 814, 815. 

Memorial. See Muhlenberg. 

MemoriUr exercises at St. James's, 
882. 

Metcalf, O., 579, 580. 

, William, 580, 674, 677. 

Mexico, Reform Movement ip, 
614-645. Dr. Brand's account of 
it, 614, 615 et seq. House of 
Bishops in Council, 615. Powers 
of the Commission, 616, 617, 
647. Criticisms on the Com- 
mis6ion,618. Bishop of Albany's 
objections, 619. Answer of 
Bishops of Pittsburgh and of 
Maryland, 620, 621, 622. Dr. 



Riley's strauge behavior, 623. 
The Mexican Liturgy thorough- 
ly orthodox, 624, note. Meeting 
of Commission in New York, 
626. Arrival of Dr. RUey, 627. 
Interview between Bishops 
Kerfoot and Whittingham, 
629-630, 685-648. Commission 
meets in Pittsburgh, 681. Con- 
secration of Dr. Riley, ib. 
Bishop Riley in England, 631- 
682. Disappointment and 
chagrin of the Commission, 
688. Bishop Whittiugham's 
*^ consent" free, intelligent 
and valid, 635-645. Corre- 
spondence on Mexico, 645 et seq. 

Meyers, the Misses, 663. 

, W. H., 580. 

Meyersdale, 580, 668. 

Meyrick, Rev. F., letter from, 577. 

Mill, Rev. Dr., 79, 82. 

Milman, Very Rev. Henry Hart, 
Dean of St. Paul's, 453. 

Milroy, Gen., 317. 

Monckton, Mrs., of Strettou, 468, 
555, 556, 612. 

Montreal, Most Rev. Francis Ful- 
ford. Bishop of (Metropolitan), 
891,458. 

Moore, Right Rev. R. C, Bishop 
of Virginia, his venerable ap- 
pearance at General Convention 
of 1838, 25. 

, Most Rev. John, Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury, 1788- 
1805, Bishop Kerfoot third in 
direct descent from, 559. 

Mt. Calvary Church, 494r496. 

Muhlenberg, Rev. W. A., opens a 
Sunday-school in Lancaster, 2. 
His love for Kerfoot, 8, 4, 16, 
17, 120, etc Kerfoot's devotion 
to him, 8, 10, 82, etc. His '' Fare- 
well to Kerfoot," 49^ Begins 



706 



INDEX. 



to be ftfraid of Newman, 57. 
Hit ImpraMions of Ireland, 91. 
Hia opinion of MUo Mahan, 
137. On Jews and Samaritans, 
128. On dally service, 190, 185. 
On XTangellcal Catholicism, 
140. On the Jfemorkri, 141 «t 
mq. His ^^Poseylte aberration,** 
144. AdTlses Kerfoot to accept 
the Bishopric of Pittsburgh, 
402-408. Declines to be present 
at his consecration, 417. Bishop 
Smith's last Interview with, 
670. 
Marll]o*s ««Hol7 Family,** 506. 

NA8B0TAH, Kerfoot Invited to be 

head of, ao. 
Natal, J. W. Colenso, sometime 

Bishop of, 440, 409, 470. 
NaUonal Gallery, 597, 506. 
Nelson, Earl, 400. 
Nevln, Rev. John, D. D., on 

Pnseylsm, 112. 
, Rev. R. J., at Bonn, 567, 

574, 575. 
Newman, Cardinal, Inflnenoe of 

his sermons on Kerfoot, 39. 

Kerfoot's visit to, 65. Quoted, 

527, note. Mentioned, IS, 57. 
New Tear's Eve at St James*s, 

862. 
NUes, Right Rev. W. W., Bishop 

of New Hampshire, letter from 

on President Kerfoot, 876-878. 

His opinions on Confession, 

504. 
Nine Bishops, manifesto of the, 

474,512. 
Norman, Rev. J. P., M. D., review 

of Kerfoot's Episcopate, 487. 

Mentioned, 584, 540, 670. 

Odxnhbimeb, Right Rev. W. H., 
Bishop of New Jersey, refuses 
to sign the "Declaration" on 



regeneration, 513. Member of 
the Committee on Ritual Uni- 
formity, 510. 

Old Catholics, Kerfoot's lecture 
on, 568. They need no teachings 
from English or American 
Churchmen, 576. See Bonn, 
DolUnger. 

Onderdonk, Right Rev. B. T., 
Bishop of New York, 111, 134. 

, Henry (nephew of tbe 
above), revives the Grammar 
School of St James's, 187, note, 

Otey, Right Rev. James Hervey, 
Bishop of Tennessee, 1884-1863, 
approves Dr. M.'s Meawridl^ 
141, 

Oxenham, H. N., his coliislozi 
with Kerfoot at Bonn, 562. 

Oxford University, 65, 408, 554. 

Oxford, Bishop ofl See Wilber- 
force. 

Oxford views, 39. Mahan on, 60. 

Palst'8 Evidences, Kerfoot's 

method in teaching, 884, 835. 
Passmore, Rev. J. C, D. D., hia 

character, 109, note. Mentioned, 

168. Letters from, 104, 410, 414. 
Pastor, Kerfoot as a, 881, 505. 
"P. E. C. oath," Dr. Muhlenbei^ 

on the, 418. 
Pendleton, A. G., 395. 

, Edmund, 398. 

Peyton, Major, 393. 

Pitto, Rev. Thomas D., 385, 416, 

441. 
Plunket, Lord, Bishop of Meath 

(now Archbishop of Dublin), 

682. 
Porter, Msjor- General Fitzjohn, 

Kerfoot's entire confidence in, 

313, 344. His mother, 313. 
Potter, Rt. Rev. Horatio, Bishop 

of New York, his Pastoral 
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Letter against Dr. Mahlenberg, 

416, noU; 599. 
Potter, Rev. H. C, 612. 
Preaching, character of Eer- 

foot's, 847, 448. 
Profanity in schools, Eerfoot's 

method of dealing with, 844. 
** Protestant - Episcopal - Anglo- 

Sazon-American-Yankee-lath- 

and-nail cribs,** 658. 
Psalter, mode of reading at St. 

James's, 825, 826. 
Punishments, school, at St. 

James's, 841. 
Pusey, Rev. Dr., 93, 146, 471, 487. 
Pus^sm, Dr. Nevin on, 112. Dr. 

Muhlenberg on, 144. 
Pye, Lady Albinia, 460. 

Radlet School, Dr. Muhlen- 
berg's visit to, 145, 146. 

Ramseur, Gen., 292. 

''Rebellion" at St James's, 91- 
102. 

Reed, Sarah, letter from, on 
Bishop Kerfoot's characteris- 
tics, 092. 

Reformed Episcopal, 510. 

Reinkens, Bishop, Eerfoot's in- 
terview with, 572, 577. 

Richards, Rev. H. L., H. D. E.'b 
advice to, 580, note, 

Richey, Rev. J., letter of Eerfoot 
to, 488. Bishop Whittingham's 
godly admonition to, 528. 
Mentioned, 495. 

, Rev. T., D. D., 888. 

Riley, Right Rev. H. C, Bishop 
of the Valley of Mexico. See 
Mexico. 

Ritualism, 28, 166. Its rise, 457. 
Defined, ilMd, Eerfoot sympa- 
thized with its aesthetic side, 
476. The bishops on, 477, 478. 
Rev. S. R. Johnson on, 479-484. 



Eerfoot's letter to Dr. J. on, 
484-486. Bishop Whlttingham 
on, 492, 494, 496, note. SeeUt, 
Calvary Church, General Theo- 
logical Seminary. 
Rochester. See Thorold. 

Roman, Miss, of Hagerstown, 80, 
note. 

Rose, Rev. Hugh James, 605. 

Royal Chapel, 78, 609. 

Royal Family, 552. 

Samabitans, 128, 134, 135. 

Scarborough, Right Rev. John, 
Bishop of New Jersey, 602, 604. 

Schoenberger, J. H., 899, 671. 

Schroeder, Dr., his arm-chairs, 
182. 

Schulte, Yon, 572. 

Seabury, Right Rev. Samuel, 
Bishop of Connecticut, 121. 
Adopts Dr. WUliam Smith's 
alteration of the Scottish 
Liturgy, 625. 

^ Rev. Samuel, D.D. (grand- 
son of the above), Eerfoot's 
teacher in theology, 12. '' Our 
strongest theologian," 491 . 
Letter from to Eerfoot, 492. 
-, Rev. W. J., D. D., son of 



the preceding, quoted, 177. 

Secession, opposed by Eerfoot, 
198 ei 9eq, Southern view of, 
195, 196, 203. Daniel Webster 
on, 223. 

Selsdon Park, seat of Bishop of 
Rochester, 590, 592, etc. 

Selwyn, Right Rev. George Au- 
gustus, D. D., Bishop of New 
Zealand and of Lichfield, 453. 

Shakespeare's house, described, 
70,71. 

Shattuck, George C, M. D., 260, 

280, 301, 885. 

Sheridan, General, 812. 

Shipwreck, 65, 94, 95. 
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BiBter Harriet of Olewer, 464. 

Smith, Right Key. B. B., Bishop 
of Eentacky, and Presiding 
Bishop, 403. Letters from, 670, 
638. 

, Rev. WiUiam, D. D., letter 

to Dr. White on the Scottish 
Liturgy, 626. 

Smoketown Hospital, 240, 26L 

South Mountain, battle of, 288. 

8. P. O. Conyersasione, 467. 

Spaulding, Right Rey. J. F., Mis- 
sionary Bishop of Colorado, 604. 
Letter from, 686. 

, Mrs., letter fh>m, 685. 

St. Alban^s. See Claughton. 

St Jameses College. See College 
of St James. 

St Luke's Hospital, 185, 150. 

St. Paul's Cathedral, 79, 600, 
609. 

St Paul's School, Concord, 48, 
883,421. 

St Paul's School, London, 86. 

Stanley, Very Rev. A. P., Dean of 
Westminster, 276, 448, 453, 465, 
589,598,600. Letters from, 466, 
467. 

Stanton, Sdwin M., Secretary of 
War, 816, 817. 

Steere, Right Rev. E., Bishop of 
Zanzibar, Eerfoot assists at 
his consecration, 558, 611. 

Stevens, Right Rev. W. B., Bishop 
of Pennsylvania, his sermon at 
Second Lambeth Conference, 
600. /Sto Mexico. 

Stratford-on-Avon, 70, 71, 550. 

Stretton, 458, 555, 556, 612. 

Sumner, Most Rev. John Bird, 
Bishop of Chester and Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury, 1848- 
1862, 446, 559, note, 

, C. R., Bishop of Win- 
chester, 559, note. 



Sunday at St James's, 849. 

Sunday evening hymn, 851. 

Swope, Rev. Cornelius E., D. D., 
prominent in urging Kerfoot's 
election asBishop of Pittsburgh, 
898, 899. Mentioned, 218, 409, 
422. 

Syle, Rev. Mr., 460. 

Symbolism, 492, 682. 

Talbot, Rev. E. S., Warden of 
Keble College, assists at the 
Bonn Conference, 573. 

Tait, Most Rev. Archibald Camp- 
bell, Bishop of London, 1856- 
1868. Archbishop of Canter- 
bury, 1868-1882. Kerfoot's im- 
pressions of, 472, 560. His wise 
statesmanship, 581, 582. Ker- 
foot's visit to, 559 et 9eq, Letters 
from, 583, 586. Letter of Ker- 
foot to, 584. Mentioned, 450, 
451, 590, 593. 

Temple Church, 588. 

Thirlwall, Right Rev. Connop, 
Bishop of St David's, his charge 
on the Eucharist, 489, note. 
Mentioned, 451. 

Thompson, Right Rev. H. M., 
Assistant Bishop of Mississippi, 
his tract on Confession ap- 
proved by Bishop Whitting- 
ham, 496, note, 

Thomsen, Most Rev. William, 
Archbishop of York, opposes 
first Lambeth Conference, 446. 
Preaches at second, 590. Men- 
tioned, 465, 592. 

Thorold, Right Rev. Anthony 
Wilson, Bishop of Rochester, 
Kerfoot's visit to, 590-694, 596, 
698,600. 

Townsend, Ad}.-Qeii., 81j6. 

Tract XC, 487. 
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Tradition, KerfooVs proposition 
on, accepted by Dr. Dollinger 
and tbe Bonn Conference, 573. 

Trench, Most Rev. Rleliard 
Chenevix, Archbishop of Dub- 
lin, 456, 472. Dinner at his 
house in London, 596. 

Trent, Council of, given up by 
Old Catholics, 576. 

Trevett, Key. Russell, D. D., his 
character and scholarship, 10^ 
105, noU; 885. 

Trinity College, Dublin, 472. 

, Hartford, different from 

St. Jameses, 872. Discipline at, 
874. Kerfoot as President of, 
87*^79. 

Trower, Right Rev. W. J., Bishop 
of Gibraltar, 457. 

Turner, Rev. Dr. 8. H., 481. 

Tussaud, Madame, Eerfoot's in- 
terview with, 77. 

Tyng, Rev. Dr. 8. H., 477, 481. 

Unipormitt op Ritual, Bishop 
Wbittingham*s Canon on, 510. 
Utygian, Hatchadoor, 136. 

Valbispino, Rev. Mr., 627, 641. 

Van Alen, Eatherine, 42. 

Van Bokkelen, Rev. L., D. D., 13, 

15,382. 
Van Deusen, Rev. Dr., 217. 
Van Kleek, 17. 
Van Rensselaer, Mrs. Cortlandt, 

674. 
Yaughan, Very Rev. C. J., Master 

of Temple and Dean of Llandaff, 

588. 
Vinton, Rev. Francis, signs the 

Memorial^ 142, note, 

Wapbr-brbad, Bishop Whitting- 
ham*s admonition on, 528. 



Wallace, Gen. Lew, 812. 

Ward, Lady, 607 et seq, 

Washburn, Rev. £. A., writes a 
pamphlet approving the Memo- 
rial, 146. 

Webster, Daniel, on peaceable 
secession, 228. 

Wedding, an English, 606. 

Wells Cathedral, 602. /SI^Hervey. 

Welsh, John, Esq., 592. 

, William, 121, 299. 

Westminster Abbey, 73, 465, 589, 
609. 

Whewell, Rev. Wm., D. D., 
Master of Trinity College, 
Cambridge, 80. 

Whipple, Right Rev. H. B., 
Bishop of Minnesota, letter 
from, 687. 

White, Right Rev. William, first 
Bishop of Pennsylvania, his 
death, 13, 14. Letter to, from 
Dr. Smith, 559, note. 

Whittingham, Margaret H., 
daughter of Bishop Whitting- 
ham. Letters from, 640-642. 
Letters to, 665-669. 

Whittingham, Right Rev. Wil- 
liam RoUinson, fourth Bishop 
of Maryland, Kerfoot^s first 
impressions of, 31. On Ritual- 
ism, 33, 496, note; 511, 516, note. 
On wafer-bread, 528. His 
political opinions daring the 
Civil War, 189, 198, 208, 219, 
260,254e<M9.,811. His ''bitter 
cup," 883. Letters to Dr. Muh- 
lenberg, 97, 98. Letters from 
Dr. M., 33, 84, 35. Letters to 
Kerfoot, 37-112, 114, 155-179, 
216, 217, 219, 248, 248, 249, 255, 
258, 267, 268, 278, 283, 382, 408, 
473, 518, 548, 621. To Rev. 
Abel A. Kerfoot, 539, 541. Let- 
ters from Kerfoot, tee Kerfoot. 
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WUberforce, Bight Rey. Samiiel, 
Btohop of Oxford and of W!n- 
chwter, Dr. Muhlenberg's 
description of an ordination by, 
140. InsiBts npon distributing 
what remains of the conse* 
crated elements to communi- 
canto ftafMHn^, iM(2. Writes the 
first Lambeth Pastoral, 447, 473. 

Williams, Right Rev. John, 
Bishop of Connecticut, 390, 391. 
Writes the Report on Uniform- 
ity of Ritnal, 510. Letter from, 
401. 

Wilmer, Right Rey. J. P. B., 
Bishop of Louisiana, 457. 



Wilson, Rey. J. D., secedes to 

Cummins, 610. 
, Rey. William £., D. D., 

131. 

YoBK. Bee Thomsen. 
Minster, 4fi6. 

Zahzibab, Kerfoot assists in the 
consecration of, in Westminster 
Abbey, 658, 660. Kerfoot writes 
to him f^om St. Dayid's on the 
fourth anniyersary, 611. 

Zuinglianism, curious traces of 
in the Mexican Liturgy, 634. 



Note to Page 528. 

A careful examination of p. 337 of YoL II. of the Life of 
Bishop Whittingham leads to the conclusion that the admoni- 
tion to which Dr. Brand refers, and of which he quotes a few 
lines, is the very same as that concerning wafer-bread, given 
in full on pages 528 and 529 of this work. It appears that 
the admonition was not actually sent, because the ^* wise 
intervendon of an influential presbyter " made it unnecessary. 
The statement in the note on p. 528 requires, therefore, a 
slight modification in one particular. The case, however, is 
Just as strong — perhaps stronger. Bishop W. drew up the 
admonition and was ready to send it — showing how far he 
thought his Episcopal authority extended. The presbyter did 
not obey the admonition, for he never received it ; but he 
showed his readiness to obey his bishop by discontinuing the 
practice objected to without even waiting for the formal 
^' godly judgment." The influential presbyter to whom Dr. 
Brand refers was, no doubt, the Rev. Dr. Leeds, who was 
ever a peacemaker, and on the most intimate and confidenUal 
terms with Bishop Whittingham. 



LIST OP VAKIOUS PUBLICATIONS OP BISHOP 

KEBFOOT. 

An Address to the Parents and Guardians of the Pupils in 
St. James's Hall, Washington County, Maryland. By the 
Rev. John B. Kerfoot, Rector. New York : 1843. 

The Confidence of a Certain Faith. A sermon [on 
St. John iy. 22] preached in the chapel of the College of St. 
James. By John B. Kerfoot, M. A., Rector and Professor of 
the Evidences and Ethics of Christianity. Baltimore : 1845. 

[Preached in November, 1845, during the excitement that 
prevailed after the news reached this country that Dr. 
Newman had really made his submission to the Church of 
Rome, which event occurred on the night of October 8, 1845. 
{Apologia^ p. 261, 4th Edit.) New York : 1865.] 

Three Addresses delivered at the Commencements of 
the College of St. James in 1846, 1847 and 1848. 

[Dedicated to Dr. Muhlenberg, the '^founder of the iSrst 
school in the Church in America for the Christian education 
of her youth .... as a token of affectionate regard for the 
pastor and guide of his early days, and the counsellor of his 
maturer years."] 

The Faithful Parent, as exemplified in Abraham, 
and as, in him, approved by God. A sermon preached before 
the Convocation of the Clergy of Allegany and Washington 
Counties, Maryland. Baltimore : 1850. 

Academical Degrees and Titles. An address at the 
Eighth Annual Commencement of the College of St. James, 
July 27, 1854. By J. B. Kerfoot, D. D., Rector. 

The New Papal DoaMA False and Superstitious. 
Two sermons delivered in the chapel of the College of St. 
James : one on the Festival of the Annunciation, by Russell 
Trevett, M. A., Professor, etc. ; the other on the first 
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Sunday after Easter, by John B. Kerfoot, D. D., Rector. 
Baltimore: 1855. 

Addbess at the Commencement of the Collie of St. 
James in 1862. Baltimore : 1862. 

The Christian College. The Inaugmral Address de- 
livered before the Senatus Academicus of Trinity College, 
Wednesday, Jane 28, 1865. By John B. Kerfoot, D. D., 
President. Hartford: 1865. 

OuB LoBD's Mission: The Measube and Type of 
THE Mission of His Chubch. Preached at the consecra- 
tion of Rev. William Pinkney, D. D., as Assistant Bishop of 
Maryland, October 6, 1870. [Published at the request of the 
Standing Committee of the Diocese.] 1870. 

A Sebmon preached before the Board of Missions at its 
Triennial Meeting in Emmanuel Church, Baltimore, October 
6, 1871. By the Bight Bev. John Barrett Kerfoot, D. D., 
Bishop of Pittsburgh. New York: 1871. 

The Bishop's Addbess on Fourth Anniversary of the 
Pittsburgh Church Guild. Pittsburgh : 1871. 

Bishop Kebfoot's Visitation Addbess to the congre- 
gation of Calvary Church, Pittsburgh. [On the Cummins 
Schism.] Pittsburgh: 1874. 

The Man of Ethiopia, and the Spirit's Mission to Him. 
A sermon in Trinity Church, Pittsburgh, at the ordination to 
the priesthood of the Rev. William Henry Wilson, deacon, a 
colored man, etc. Pittsburgh : 1878. 

The Two Sacbahents of Christ : Their relations to each 
other, and to the fulness of membership in His Body, the 
Church, as this Church teaches in her Sacramental Offices. A 
charge to the clergy of the Diocese of Pittsburgh at the 
Eleventh Annual Convention in St. Paul's Church, Erie. 
1876. 

The above list is not complete, bnt it conUins the chief pnblicationa 
of the kind. 

THE END. 



